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SPECIAL  SENATE  INVESTIGATION  ON  CHARGES  AND 
COUNTERCHARGES  IiNVOLVING:  SE(  RETAR Y OF  THE 


ARMY  RORERT  T.  STEVENS,  JOHN  G.  ADAMS,  H.  STRUVE 
HENSEL  AND  SENATOR  JOE  McUARTHY,  KOY  M.  COHN, 
AND  FRANCIS  P.  CARR 


TUESDAY,  APRIL  27,  1954 

UiNriEi)  States  Senate, 

Special  Subcommittee  on  Investica'i  ions  of 
the  COiMiMITTEE  ON  GoVEKN IVIEN'r  ( )PEKAT10NS, 

WcL^kington^  D.  G. 

AFTER  RECESS 

(The  lieariiioj  was  resumed  at  2:  40  p.  m.  pui-suant  to  recess.) 

Present : Senator  Kar]  E.  Mnndt,  Re])nblican,  South  ])akota,  clniir- 
man;  Senator  Everelt  Mdvinley  Eirksen,  llepnl)lican,  Illinois;  Sen- 
ator Charles  E.  Potter,  Republican,  JMichia'aii ; Senator  Henry  C. 
Dworshak,  Republican,  Idaho;  Senator  flohn  L.  McCdelhiii,  Democrat, 
Arkansas;  Senator  Henry  Jackson,  Democrat,  Washington;  Sena- 
tor Stuart  Symington,  Democrat,  Missouri. 

Also  present:  Ray  II.  Jenkins,  Chief  Counsel  to  the  Subcommittee; 
Thomas  R.  Prewitt,  A^ssistant  Counsel;  Ruth  Y.  Watt,  Chief  Clerk. 

Principal  participants:  Senator  Joseph  R.  McCarthy,  a United 
States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Wisconsin;  Roy  M.  Cohn,  chief 
counsel  to  the  subcommittee;  Erancis  P.  Carr,  executive  director  of 
the  subcommittee;  Honorable  Robert  T.  Stevens,  Secretary  of  the 
Army;  John  G.  Adams,  C/Oiinselor  to  the  Army;  H.  Struve  Hensel, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense;  Joseph  N.  Welch,  special  counsel  for 
the  Army ; James  D.  St.  Clair,  special  counsel  for  the  Army ; Frederick 
P.  Bryan,  counsel  to  H.  Struve  Hensel,  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  committee  will  come  to  order,  please,  and  may 
I remind  our  guests  in  the  committee  room  that  it  is  a strict  committee 
rule  that  no  one  should  make  any  manifestations  of  approval  or  dis- 
approval during  the  course  of  the  hearings. 

Alay  I say  to  our  friends  on  the  television  and  radio,  that  we  are  late 
in  beginning  because  of  a rollcall  vote  that  was  called  for  on  the  floor 
of  the  Senate.  They  are  voting  today  on  the  wool  bill  and  it  may  be 
})ossible  we  will  be  interru]Jed  again,  but  we  are  hopeful  that  there 
niay  possibly  now  be  2 hours  of  uninterrupted  committee  proceedings. 

Mr.  Stevens  is  back  on  the  witness  stand,  and  we  have  just  com- 
pleted one  round  of  the  interrogations,  and  if  the  counsel  has  ques- 
tions at  this  time,  he  may  ask  them. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  I have  no  further  questions,  Mr.  Chairman. 
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TESTIMONY  OE  ROBERT  T.  STEVENS,  SECRETARY  OF  THE 
ARMY — Resumed 


Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  will  resume  with  his  10-minute  allot- 
ment of  time. 

At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearings  yesterday,  Mr.  Stevens,  the  Chair 
suggested  to  you  that  insofar  as  your  testimony  of  your  personal 
knowledo-e  was  concerned,  he  thought  in  all  fairness  to  you  and  to 
^Ir.  Carr  you  should  come  back  today  after  search! noj  your  memory 
and  your  records  to  particularize  the  times  and  j)laces  when  in  your 
opinion  Mr.  Carr  acted  impro])erly  in  an  effort  to  ^et  a commission 
for  Mr.  Schine  or  to  ^et  him  preferential  treatment,  and  that  if  you 
are  not  able  to  particularize  tliose  charges  on  your  part,  that  ])erhaps 
insofar  as  you  were  concerned  you  should  withdraw  them. 

That  does  not  mean,  sir,  that  they  will  be  withdrawn  on  the  part  of 
all  of  tlie  people  associated  with  you,  it  would  not  mean  exoneration 
of  Mr.  Carr,  but  in  order  that  the  committee  can  evaluate  the  charges 
and  eno-age  in  correct  cross-examination,  it  is  imperative  that  we 
have  specific  charges  rather  than  general  allegations. 

So  may  1 ask  you  now,  after  haviiii^  had  a chance  to  consult  your 
records  and  refresh  your  memory,  whether  you  are  able  to  particular- 
ize the  times  and  places  when,  in  your  opinion,  Mr.  Carr  acted 
improperly 

Secretary  Stevens.  I thought,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  1 answered  that 
question  this  morninj]:. 

Senator  Mundt.  If  you  did  you  may  repeat  it  because  the  chair 
didn’t  ^et  your  answer  that  would  satisfy  him. 

Secretary  Stevens.  1 said  substantially  as  follows,  Mr.  (ffiairman; 
I have  searched  my  memory  and  my  conscience  and  1 have  also  talked 
to  Mr.  Adams  who  will  be  a witness  here.  If  the  only  evidence  in 
respect  to  Mr.  Carr  was  the  haj)penin^s  of  October  2,  and  if  I were 
his  judge,  as  you  are,  1 would  ac(|uit  him.  But  there  is  more  evidence 
to  come,  and  1 think  his  fate  must  await  the  end  of  the  case  when  all 
of  the  evidence  is  in. 

Senator  Mundt.  I certainly  quite  agree  that  the  fate  of  Mr.  Carr 
must  await  the  accumulation  of  all  of  the  evidence. 

Let  me  ask  you  now  directly,  then,  that  insofar  as  you  are  concerned, 
do  you  now  make  any  charges  of  impro])er  behavior  against  Mr.  Can 
on  the  basis  of  your  own  personal  relationships  with  Mr.  Carr;  and  ii 
so  what  are  they  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  Mr.  Chairman,  I still  think  that  I have 
answered  the  question.  I have  said  that  if  no  more  evidence  comes  ii 
with  res])ect  to  Mr.  (karr,  then- 


Senator  Mundt.  He  is  mentioned,  I think,  in  your  statement  o 
particulars,  and  specifications,  3 or  4 times. 


Senator  Mundt.  Now  you  are  endeavoring,  if  I may  suggest  re 
spectfully,  to  advise  the  committee  how  we  should  act  as  judges,  anc 
I am  asking  you,  sir,  as  a witness,  in  whose  name  charges  were  pre 
ferred  against  Mr.  Carr,  as  to  whether  you  to  your  own  persona" 
knowledge  and  personal  relationships,  now  want  to  make  charge: 
against  him,  and  if  so  what  are  they  '^ 

Secretary  Stevens.  I said  that  I have  searched  my  memory  anc 
searched  my  conscience,  and  I do  not  have  available  direct  quotes  froii 
Mr.  Carr  on  October  2,  and  at  the  same  time- 
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Secretary  Stevens.  We  were  talkino-  }{bou(  October  2. 

Senator  Mundt.  I am  talking  about  now,  the  whole  experience  of 
Mr.  Hob  Stevens  with  Mr.  Frank  Carr. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  iny  answer  is  that  when  all  of  the  evi- 
dence is  in,  if  there  is  nothing  except  what  transpired  on  October  2, 
then  1 would  withdraw  it. 

Senator  Mundt.  Let  me  put  it  this  way,  l)ecanse  all  of  the  evidence 
is  not  in,  but  on  the  basis  of  the  evidence  that  is  now  in,  and  on  the 
basis  of  your  own  personal  knowledge,  are  you  charging  that  Frank 
Carr  acted  improperly  in  his  relationships  with  you? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I am  not  changing  the  bill  of  particulars,  if 
that  is  what  you  mean,  Mr.  Cdiaii  inan. 

"Senator  JNiuNirr.  You  are  at  liberty  to  particularize  them  if  you 
have  charges  to  make  against  him,  so  that  the  committee  can  evalu- 
ate them. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I have  said  that  1 could  not  from  my  memory, 
after  searching  as  hard  as  I know  how  to  get  all  of  the  facts  out  here, 
))ut  a quote  of  Mr.  Chirr  as  of  October  2.  That  I cannot  do. 

But  that  is  quite  a ditfcrent  thing  from  asking  me  to  make  the 
nneipiivocal  statement  that  from  my  point  of  view,  Mr.  Carr  is  not 
implicated. 

Senator  Mundt.  If  he  is  im))1icated,  certainly  the  committee  is 
within  its  rights  to  ask  you  to  tell  us  how  he  is  implicated  insofar  as 
your  own  personal  relationshi])s  with  him  are  concerned. 

It  does  not  mean  if  you  say  that  you  cannot  implicate  him  as  a 
result  of  your  ])ersonal  associations,  that  others  of  your  associates 
might  not  well  implicate  him. 

But  we  have  to  take  witnesses  one  at  a time.  We  have  to  find  out 
from  you,  in  sworn  testimony,  what  it  is,  if  anything,  you  charge 
against  Mr.  Carr. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  I think  that  I know  several  things. 

I Senator  Mundt.  Then  tell  us. 


j Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  I wasn’t  allowed  to  put  it  in  because  it 
:omes  from  other  sources. 

Senator  Mundt.  That  is  right.  I am  asking  from  your  own  per- 
1 ?onal  knowledge  and  your  own  personal  relationships — testimony  to 
■which  you  can  swear  because  you  know  it  is  true  because  you  were 
there. 

^ Secretary  Stevens.  W ell,  I told  you  I cannot  give  you  a direct  quote 
from  Mr.  Carr. 

F Senator  Mundt.  Can -you  paraphrase  a quotation? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir.  1 said  yesterday  that  Mr.  Carr  made 
1 no  effort  to  stop  the  conversation,  and  he  certainly  was  approving  so 
1 far  as  I could  tell  what  was  being  said ; and  I,  therefore,  stand  on  my 
■ statement  that,  if  no  further  evidence  is  developed  during  this  hearing 
Vthat  implicates  Mr.  Carr,  then  I would  think  he  could  be  acquitted 
bn  the  basis  of  his  part  in  the  October  2 meeting. 

! Senator  Mundt.  Now,  the  Chair  believes  that,  just  as  we  have  tried 
' to  ex])lore  with  you  whether  you  have  specific  charges  to  make  against 
Mr.  Carr,  we  should  try  to  get  out  here  in  the  light  of  day  specifically 
your  charges  against  each  of  the  other  two  ollicials  against  whom  alle- 
gations were  made,  to  wit.  Senator  McCarthy  and  Mr.  Cohn, 
f I believe  the  testimony — have  you  a point  of  order  ? 
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Senator  McCaktity.  Mr.  Chairman,  I have  a question  of  the  Chair. 
In  view  of  the  fact  that  specification  No.  4 can  be  testified  to  only  by 

Mr.  Stevens,  and  he  has  stated  now  he  can’t  recall  any  conversation 

Senator  Mundt.  May  the  Chair  respectfully  remind  the  Senator 
from  ^Wisconsin  that  that  is  not  a point  of  order,  and  I think  it  is  a 
perfectly  proper  question  that  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  might  j 
want  to  address  to  Secretary  Stevens  at  his  own  time. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I am  addressing  a question  to  the  Chair.  The  I 
question  is  this : In  view  of  the  fact  that  Mr.  Stevens  is  the  only  man  j 
who  can  testify  to  the  allegation  against  Mr.  Carr  on  the  count  No.  4, 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  he  has  no  recollection  now  of  any  conversation 
between  him  and  Mr.  Carr,  what  is  the  procedure?  Is  it  up  to  Mr.  ' 
Carr  or  to  me  or  to  the  Chair  or  to  counsel  for  the  committee  to  move  ' 
that  that  count  be  stricken  because,  obviously,  there  is  no  one  else  who  I 
can  sustain  that  count? 

If  untrue,  it  is  a vicious  smear  against  Mr.  Carr,  and  untrue  it  ^ 
should  not  rest;  and  I would  like  to  know  what  the  procedure  is,  not 
only  for  this  count  but  for  further  counts — and  assume  there  are  counts 
in  our  specifications  that  are  proven  completely  untrue  during  the  ‘ 
course  of  the  hearing,  so  there  is  no  dispute.  k 

IVhat  will  the  procedure  be?  Will  they  stand  until  the  end  anci' 
have  it 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  will  rule,  unless  he  is  overridden  by  hii 
colleagues  on  the  committee,  that  we  are  not  going  to  decide  the  casi  jtli 
piecemeal,  or  count  by  count,  but  that  all  of  this  will  be  made  a part  o ! 
the  record  and  be  considered  by  the  committee  at  the  time  we  mak 
our  final  adjudication. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Could  I ask  this,  Mr.  Chairman  ? And  ' j 
don’t  want  to  take  your  time;  we  have  wasted  too  much  time  alread;  (fi: 
through  no  fault  of  the  Chair.  j 

Could  I ask  Mr.  Jenkins,  now,  we  are  going  to  run  into  a number  o |>o 
counts  in  which  it  will  appear  as  we  go  along  that  there  is  no  evidenc  | ; 
whatsoever  to  sustain  them.  * ' 

Mr.  Jenkins,  as  you  know  in  a court  you  would  move  to  have  th 
counts  stricken,  and  I just  wonder  if  that  wouldn’t  be  a good  procedui  1., 

here.  Possibly  we  might r' 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  has  already  ruled  on  the  point  of  orde:  I’fi 
and  unless  he  is  overruled  by  his  colleagues  the  ruling  will  stand.  ''  ' 
Senator  McCarthy.  I will  not  appeal  from  the  rule. 

Senator  Mundt.  Now  I am  turning  to  the  part  that  Senator  M(  I 
Carthy  played,  specifically  as  to  your  knowledge.  Please  remembe  I 
I am  not  trying  to  ask  you  to  present  the  whole  case  contained  in  yoi 
specifications  now,  but  only  you  can  testify  as  to  what  there  is  in  thei  1 
specifications  as  to  your  own  knowledge.  You  cannot  testify  correct]  ; 
and  completely  to  anything  which  is  not  of  your  own  knowledge,  qui  | 
obviously.  So  we  turn  now  to  Senator  McCarthy. 

The  charges,  as  the  Chair  understands  them,  fall  into  two  halve  j 
That  improper  means  were  taken  in  the  first  instance  before  Priva  ■ ' 
Schine  was  inducted  into  the  Army  to  get  him  a commission;  an  t 
secondly,  after  he  was  inducted  into  the  Army,  improper  means  we  r 
taken  to  get  him  preferential  treatment. 

Is  that  substantially  correct? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I would  tliink  so;  yes,  sir. 
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SeiKitor  Mundt.  Lot’s  nddross  oursolvos,  tlion,  to  tlio  first  part,  bo- 
fore  J^rivato  Scliine  was  inducted  into  the  Army,  and  will  you  detail 
for  us  what  improper  means  were  ein])loyed  by  Senator  McCarthy 
at  that  sta«e  of  the  ])eriod?  I think  you  testified  yesterday  in  re- 
sponse to  some  inteiTooatories  1 made  about  the  telegram,  that  there 
Avas  at  least  one  eH'ort  made  by  him,  AA'hich  moans  there  was  one  or 
possibly  more.  Is  that  correct? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Mundt.  AVe  know  what  the  one  was,  because  you  have  testi- 
fied to  that.  There  is  no  need  to  reiterate. 

Have  you  had  a chance  to  refresh  your  memory  as  to  what  the  sec- 
ond and  the  third  and  the  fourth,  if  thenj  were  others  — what  other 
imjiroper  means  were  taken  except  the  hrst  recjuest,  if  that  was  im- 
])roper  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  1 tliink,  Mr.  (‘hairman,  I have  testified  ])retty 
fully  on  all  the  contacts  with  Senator  Mctkirthy. 

Senator  Mundt.  CoiTcct.  Ihit  1 am  tryino-  now  to  "et  this  thin" 
identified  so  we  can  all  see  it.  "Were  there  other  ellorls  on  the  part  of 
Senator  McCart hy  Avhich  in  your  o|)inion  were  inpiroper.  which  were 
made  to  you  as  Seci'etary  of  the  Army  ])rior  to  the  time  that  Ih'ivate 
Schine  was  inducted  into  the  Army,  besides  the  one  referred  to  in  the 
telegram  that  Ave  discussed  yesterday,  Avhen  I asked  you  then,  “Is  that 
the  only  one?”  and  you  corrected  the  Chair  and  said,  ‘T  Avould  say 
there  Avas  at  least  one.” 

That  implies  to  me  that  there  mi^2;ht  be  more.  Have  you  found  one? 
Because  if  there  are  otliers,  we  should  know  Avhat  they  are.  If  there 
are  no  others,  Ave  should  knoAv  that. 

Secretai’y  Stevens.  At  least  one,  is  my  recollection  of  it,  Mr.  (diair- 
inan. 

Senator  Mundt.  At  the  ])resent  time  yon  are  are  not  prepared,  then, 
to  sii""est  a second  or  a third  or  to  identify  them  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Not  now;  that  is  correct. 

Senator  Mundt.  Now  let's  turn  to  the  second  part  of  Private 
Schine’s  history.  After  the  time  he  Avas  inducted  into  the  Army,  can 
you  relate  specilically  the  times  and  the  means  em])loyed  by  Senator 
McCarthy  Avhich  you  considered  improper,  to  get  a preferential  treat- 
|ment  ? 

I Secretary  Stevens.  Frankly,  Mr.  Chairman,  the  questions  you  ask 
jme  are  extremely  difficult.  1 came  here  and  testified  at  great  length 
on  all  of  these  matters,  and  I am  taxing  my  memory  to  the  very  limit 
and  probably  beyond  its  ability  to  retain,  because  the  amount  of  ques- 
tioning to  Avhich  I have  been  subjected  since  I first  a])peared  here  is 
isuch  that  frankly  it  can  Aveaken  some  of  the  memories  that  were  so 
.strong  Avhen  I first  started. 

i I Avould  feel  that  I Avould  have  to  refresh  my  memory  Avith  respect 
to  the  testimony  that  I have  already  given,  and  1 Avould  like  to  handle 
it  in  that  way  if  it  is  agreeable  to  the  committee. 

i Senator  Mundt.  Would  it  be  agreeable  to  the  Secretary  and  to  the 
jeommittee  if  you  Avere  to  take  the  time  to  Avrite  them  out  so  Ave  could 
have  them  before  us  at  one  ])articular  time  ? Y on  see,  the  difficulty  Ave 
encounter  is  this:  You  had  a great  many  associations  Avith  Senator 
McCarthy.  Some  of  them  you  said  Avere  strictly  social.  Some  Avere 
instances  where  you  primarily  Avent  to  discuss  the  situation  at  Fort 


46620“— 54— pt.  8 2 


310 


SPECIAL  INVESTIGATION 


Monmouth,  and  the  conversations  about  Private  Schine  were  inci- 
dental. Some  were  apparently  especially  devoted  to  Private  Schine.  , 
We  face  the  difficult  task  of  trying  to  determine  which,  if  any,  of  ' 
those  contacts  were  improper,  because  that  is  the  basis  of  the  charge. 
You  are  not  charging  that  simply  speaking  once  to  you  about  a com- 
mission was  improper,  but  you  are  charging  that  pursuing  it  with  | 
undue  diligence  was  improper. 

We  have  eliminated  that  part.  That  is  prior  to  the  induction.  We 
are  talking  now  about  since  his  induction  into  the  Army. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Mr.  Chairman,  what  you  have  really  asked  for,  ' 

I take  it,  is  a recap  of  the  testimony  I have  already  given  insofar  as 
it  affects  my  contacts  with  Senator  JylcCarthy  in  regard  to  Schine.  I , 
will  be  very  glad  to  recap  that  and  submit  it  as  soon  as  I can. 

Senator  Mundt.  My  time  has  expiied,  so  I cannot  follow  through. 

I will  have  to  wait  until  my  next  10-minute  period,  I am  sorry. 

Senator  McClellan  ? 

Senator  McClellan.  Mr.  Secretary,  I am  not  quite  clear  as  to  the  ' 
date  that  this  conversation  took  place  between  you,  Mr.  Cohn,  and  i 
Mr,  Carr  at  which  time  you  say  you  are  unable  to  recall  anything  , 
specifically  that  Mr.  Carr  may  have  said.  What  date  and  where  did 
the  conversation  occur  ? 

Secretary  S'tevens.  October  2 in  my  office.  Senator  McClellan. 
Senator  McClellan.  In  your  office.  Was  that  engagement  made  or 
conference  arranged  for  by  you  or  by  whom?  At  whose  instance?  j 
Secretary  Stevens.  It  was  by  the  instance  of  Senator  McCarthy’s 
staff.  ; 

Senator  McClellan.  Who  ? Name  them.  We  have  a lot  of  people 
on  the  staff. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I would  have  to  check  and  find  out  on  that.  | ; 
Senator  McClellan.  You  did  not  initiate  it,  then  ? jd, 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir.  i j 

Senator  McClellan.  You  can  testify  to  that?  | 1 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir.  | 

Senator  McClellan.  Who  came,  just  Mr.  Carr  and  Mr.  Cohn?  ; 
Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right.  ^ 

Senator  McClellan.  You  say  you  are  unable  to  recall  anything  that 
Mr.  Carr  may  have  said  or  even  that  he  said  anything  regarding  this, 
matter  of  Mr.  Schine  at  that  time,  but  Mr.  Cohn  did  talk  to  you,  j. 
about  it.  • ^ j; 

Secretary  Stevens.  Mr.  Cohn  did,  definitely.  i < 

Senator  McClellan.  Did  Mr.  Carr  make  known  to  you  at  that  time , , 
that  he  had  any  other  business  with  you  ? Did  he  talk  to  you  about  , 
anything  else  at  that  time  ? ' v 

Secretary  Stevens.  We  had  a discussion  in  the  first  instance  about'  , 
the  forthcoming  Fort  Monmouth  investigation.  Senator.  ^ , ;; 

Senator  McClellan.  Then  he  may  have  been  interested  in  only  thaf,  ^ 
part  of  the  conversation.  1 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  possible.  ^ ] 

Senator  McClellan.  You  do  not  know.  At  least,  the  other  things  i ^ 
were  discussed  besides  the  matter  of  Mr.  Schine  ? I ^ 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right.  i ^ 

Senator  McClellan.  I want  to  go  back  to  where  I concluded  yes-;  ;] 
terday  because  of  limited  time  and  because  of  interruptions. 


SPECIAL  INVESTIGATIO>T  311 

I asked  you  yesterday  and  ])oint  out  tliat  you  did  liave  the  power  to 
2^raiit  Mr.  Scliiue  a direct  commission. 

Secretary  Stevens.  1 did. 

Senator  McClellan.  But  that  you  did  not  do? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I did  not  do  tliat;  tliat  is  ri^lit. 

Senator  ^IcClei>lan.  All  rioht.  The  cliaroe  against  you  is  lliat 
^mu  did  many  of  these  things  or  did  a number  of  thinos  trying  to  in- 
luence  the  committee  to  stop  tlie  investigation  at  Fort  JSIomnouth, 
iiid  as  a ]iart  of  that  chai’^e  or  to  substantiate  that  charge  the  dill'er- 
mt  occasions  when  you  have  been  tlie  guest  of  Mr.  Schine  or  that  you 
lave  had  liim  as  your  guest  and  liaving  your  picture  made  with  him, 
ind  tliose  things  have  been  ])ointed  out  as  circumstances  that  might 
end  to  corroborate  the  charge  that  you  were  undertaking  to  use  in- 
hieiice  in  older  to  induce  Senator  McCarthy  and  liis  staff  not  to  pur- 
me  the  investigation  furtlier.  As  I i-ecall,  you  did  attend  a break- 
[ast  at  Mr.  Schine’s  father's  apartment  in  Few  York. 

: Secretary  Stevens.  Tliat  is  right. 

Senator  McClellan.  You  also  attended  a dinner,  a formal  din- 
ler,  1 believe,  given  in  honor  of  David  Schine  by  his  father.  Is 
hat  correct  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I do  not  know  who  it  was  in  honor  of.  I at- 
ended  a dinner. 

Senator  McClellan.  Don’t  you  know  now  that  it  was  given  by  his 
at her ? 

‘ Secretary  Stevtins.  I am  pretty  sure  it  was. 

Senator  McClellan.  You  accepted  an  invitation  to  that  dinner  and 
' lid  attend. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Senator  McCarthy  invited  me. 

Senator  McClellan.  You  also  have  invited  Mr.  Schine  to  come  to 
mur  oflice  for  lunch;  is  that  correct? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I do  not  recall  ever  having  done  that. 

Senator  McClellan.  The  charge  is  made  that  you  did.  Do  you 
ay  you  did  not  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  My  office  might  have.  I don’t  recall  ever  hav- 
ng  extended  an  invitation  myself. 

Senator  McClellan.  Did  you  include  Mr.  Schine  as  your  guest 
^It  the  time  that  you  arranged  for  Senator  McCarthy  and  his  staff  to 
^lave  the  privileges  of  your  club  in  New  York? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Oh,  yes. 

Senator  McClellan.  Was  Mr.  Schine  included  in  that  invitation? 
® Secretary  Stevens.  He  was. 

Senator  McClellan.  And  he  did  participate  in  your  hospitality  ? 

' Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

^ Senator  McClellan.  Have  you  any  explanation,  Mr.  Secretary, 
idiy  you  did  all  these  things,  accepted  these  invitations  and  had  these 
dissociations  under  those  circumstances,  if  you  were  not  trying  to 
iifluence  the  committee  in  some  action? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir.  I would  like  to  have 

Senator  McCi.ei.lan.  That  is  the  charge  against  yon,  and  these 
hings  are  being  produced  in  evidence  tending  to  substantiate  that 
harge.  If  you  have  any  explanation  for  it,  your  own  explanation, 

think  now  is  the  time  to  give  it. 

^ Secretary  Stevens.  All  right,  sir.  The  fact  of  the  matter  is  very 
imple : that  I believe  in  cooperation  with  Senators  and  Congressmen 


I 


312 


SPECIAL  INVESTIGATION 


and  with  the  committees  of  the  Congress.  I feel  that  it  is  my  duty 
and  privilege  to  cooperate,  to  the  limit  of  my  ability,  and  what  I have 
attempted  to  do  from  the  very  first  time  I heard  that  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy was  interested  in  any  matters  affecting  the  Army — and  that 
date  was  September  4,  the  first  time  I heard  it — I did  those  things 
which  I could  do  in  line  of  cooperating  with  Senator  McCarthy,  his 
staff,  and  his  committee  to  the  end  that  we  could  get  on  with  the 
business,  and  for  no  other  reason. 

Senator  McClfxlax.  You  were  not  then  according  these  favors  in 
the  nature  of  invitations  to  lunch  and  taking  them  to  lunch,  and  ac- 
cepting in  turn  invitations  from  them,  for  the  purpose  of  trying  to 
develop  such  a close  association  that  you  might  have  some  influence 
over  them  to  stop  the  investigation  then  underway  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir;  positively  not.  „ 

Senator  McClellan.  Now,  you  asked  this  morning  about  this  pic- 
ture. May  I inquire  if  it  is  not  the  custom  and  the  practice,  almost ! 
universal  so  far  as  I have  observed,  that  wherever  you  go  as  Secre- 
tary of  the  Army,  to  any  post,  that  there  is  always  there  someone  to ' 
take  pictures  on  your  arrival  ? 

Secretary  Sitevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  McClellan.  Was  there  anything  unusual  about  the  pic- 
ture taking  on  the  occasion  that  developed  the  picture  that  is  in  con- 
troversy ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Nothing  that  I know  of. 

Senator  McClellan.  Did  you  give  any  instructions  at  that  time  to 
any  photographer  with  respect  to  whose  picture  he  should  take,  when, 
where,  or  how  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  recall  any  such  instruction  at  any  time.  i 

Senator  McClellan.  How  many  pictures  were  taken  that  day? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  know  that,  sir.  ^ 

Senator  McClellan.  Did  you  give  any  instructions  as  to  limiting 
the  number  or  did  you  undertake  to  have  a larger  number  made  than  ; 1 
on  any  other  occasion  ? I 

Secretary  Stevens.  I didn’t  do  anything  of  that  kind;  I was  in- 
terested in  getting  off  the  ground  and  on  the  way  to  Washington  and 
I was  there  a very  limited  number  of  minutes.  ^ 

Senator  McClellan.  One  other  thing  that  you  have  testified  to 
occurred  at  that  time,  and  that  is  the  anger  or  displeasure  of  Mr.  Ro;y 
Cohn.  How  do  you  tell  us  that  he  was  angry,  and  by  what  observa- 
tions  did  you  come  to  that  conclusion,  if  he  did  not  talk  to  you 
about  it  personally  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I think  sometimes  you  can  tell.  Senator  Mc- 
Clellan. 

Senator  McClellan.  That  is  at  Camp  Dix,  I believe,  or  Fori 
Monmouth  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Fort  Monmouth,  that  is  right.  ^ 

Senator  McClellan.  All  right. 

Secretary  Stevens.  You  can  very  quickly  tell  when  a person  is  pin 
out,  or  mad  or  angry.  It  sort  of  sticks  out  all  over  them. 

Senator  McClellan.  That  may  be  true,  but  in  court  when  you  sai 
that  he  was  angry,  what  evidence  of  anger  did  you  observe?  Cai 
vou  define  it,  describe  it,  or  what  did  he  do  that  caused  you  to  thin) 
lie  was  angry  ? 
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Secretary  Stevens.  I would  say  tliat  he  sulked. 

Senator  McClellan.  He  what  ? 

. Secretary  Stevens.  I would  say  that  he  sulked. 

Senator  McClellan.  Sulked? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  McClei.lan.  Had  he  been  very  talkative  before  and  then 
ceased  to  talk,  is  that  what  you  mean  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir;  that  is  a reflection  of  it. 

Senator  M(^.CLELriAN.  Then  you  also  had  information  from  others 
who  overheard  his  conversations  and  remai-ks  about  it? 

Secret ai-y  Stevens.  That  is  riizht. 

Senator  McClellan.  Did  you  get  that  information  at  the  time,  or 
has  it  been  subsequent  to  then  that  you  got  that  information? 

Seci'etaiy  Stevens.  I got  most  of  it  at  the  time,  and  I got  most  of 
it  at  the  tiine  right  then  there  that  day,  and  1 had  other  information 
since. 

Senator  IUcClelt.an.  Just  to  say  that  a man  is  angry,  is  not  neces- 
sarily conclusive  nor  convincing.  An  angry  man  ordinarily  does  some- 
thing to  indicate  that  he  is  angry  and  I am  trying  to  determine 
what  evidence,  physical  evidence  of  anger  did  you  observe  on  that 
occasion,  aside  from  Avhat  may  have  been  reported  to  you  by  your 
subordinates  or  whoever  heard  him  talk? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  you  see  I w'as  inside  the  laboratory, 
Senator  McClellan. 

Senator  McClellan.  Well,  you  didn’t  know^  he  was  angry  while  you 
wei’e  inside? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No. 

Senator  M(J'lellan.  When  you  got  outside,  what  hap)>ened? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I just  sort  of  became  aware  of  the  fact  that  he 
was  very  angry. 

Sejiator  McCarthy.  Senator  McClellan,  I w^onder  if  you  would 
have  Secretary  Stevens  for  my  benefit  repeat  the  statement  that  he 
knows  that  my  counsel  quit  talking  at  some  time. 

Senator  McClellan.  I will  agree  wdth  Senator  McCarthy.  It  is 
very  unusual  and  it  doesn’t  ordinarily  happen.  Can  you  get  us  any 
further  testimony  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  You  mean  wuth  respect  to  that  occasion? 

Senator  McClellan.  Yes;  because  that  may  be  important,  in  this 
thing,  and  it  show^s — well  go  ahead. 

Secretary  Stevens.  As  you  know’,  sir,  w’e  went  back  into  the  head- 
quarters there  and  resumed  discussion  in  the  same  room  \ve  had  been 
in  before  when  we  w^ent  out  to  examine  the  laboratory,  or  inspect 
it.*  And  when  we  got  in  this  room  and  sitting  down  there,  it  w’as 
\ intended  to  be  apparent  to  me  that  Cohn  was  very  provoked  by 
the  wdiole  proceeding.  As  a result  of  wdiich,  I made  a statement, 
! which  I outlined,  and  on  which  w-e  have  had  some  discussion  about 
w hether  or  not  it  w^as  an  apology  or  explanation. 

Senator  Mundt.  I am  sorry,  the  time  is  up. 

Senator  Dirksen. 

Senator  Dirksen.  Mr.  Secretary,  thus  far  we  have  had  General 
Reber,  Mr.  Lucas,  and  yourself  for  direct  and  cross-examination — 
and  General  Smith — and  the  wdiole  matter  thus  far  has  addressed 
I itself  to  the  allegation  and  the  specifications  that  are  before  the  com- 
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mittee.  In  brief,  there  is  an  allegation  of  improper  conduct  in 
attempting  to  secure  preferential  treatment  for  Private  Schine.  i 
Now,  we  have  had  a lot  of  testimony,  and  this  is  in  the  fourth  day. 
Are  you  prepared  now,  Mr.  Secretary,  in  your  own  mind,  to  just  sum- 
marize in  a minute  or  two  what  in  your  judgment  has  been  established 
here  ? For,  while  ultimate  judgment  must  be  made  by  this  committee, 

I suppose  that  this  thing  has  summarized  itself  in  your  mind  some- 
wliat,  and  I would  be  delighted  to  hear  you. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Senator  Dirksen,  I feel  that  there  is  some  ques-  I 
tion  about  whether  or  not,  as  a witness,  I should  express  myself  on 
that.  I 

Senator  Dirksen.  Well,  the  allegations  are  before  us.  They  are 
very  simple.  And  it  alleges  improper  conduct,  and  that  is  fortified 
with  29  specifications.  I have  been  trying  to  follow  through  as  best 
I know  how  here.  And,  while  I come  to  some  conclusions  of  my  own, 
do  you  want  to  summarize  them,  or  do  you  prefer  not  to  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  The  only  thing  I can  say  would  be 

Senator  Dirksen.  It  can  be  an  overall  statement  on  your  part,  Mr.  i 
Secretary.  | 

Secretary  Stevens.  If  you  mean,  has  thus  far,  in  this  hearing,  or  | 
this  proceeding,  anything  happened  which  changes  my  view  with  re-  i 
spect  to  improper  use,  of  improper  pressure  for  David  Schine,  then, 
sir,  I would  say  nothing  has  happened  to  change  that  point  of  view.  | 
Senator  Dirksen.  That  is  all.  I 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Jackson.  j 

Senator  Jackson.  Pursuing  the  question  suggested  by  Senator  Dirk-  , 
sen,  I have  a number  of  questions  that  I hope  will  maybe  shed  some 
light  on  the  basic  issues  in  this  controversy. 

Mr.  Secretary,  chapter  79,  title  18  of  the  United  States  Code,  deals  | 
with  perjury,  and  it  states,  in  effect,  that  any  person,  who  testifies 
under  oath  and  wilfully  and  contrary  to  such  oath  states  or  subscribes  i 
any  material  matter  which  he  does  not  believe  to  be  true,  is  guilty  of 
perjury,  and  shall,  except  as  otherwise  expressly  provided  by  law,  be  ' 
fined  not  more  than  $2,000,  or  imprisoned  not  more  than  5 years. 

Now,  there  are  a number  of  allegations  and  statements  concerning 
you,  Mr.  Stevens,  and  I believe  they  are  material  to  the  controversy.  ■ 
None  of  those  statements  and  allegations  have  been  made  under  oath, , 
however.  If  those  responsible  for  making  them  do  repeat  them  under  • 
oath,  and  you  deny  them  under  oath  before  this  committee,  then  some-  • 
one  is  guilty  of  perjury.  ' 

Now  this  is  a most  serious  matter,  and  I know  that  you  will  consider  r 
deeply  as  I put  these  questions  to  you. 

Paragraph  marker  No.  26  of  the  Senator  IMcCarthy  and  Mr.  Cohn  i* 
and  Mr.  Carr  bill  of  particulars  states  that  on  or  about  November  6,1 
1953,  you,  Mr.  Stevens,  suggested  that  the  subcommittee  investigate^ 
the  Navy  and  Air  Force  and  Defense  Establishment  proper  instead;^ 
of  your  administration  in  the  Army.  Is  that  statement  true  or  false?  ^ 
Secretary  Stevens.  False. 

Senator  Jackson.  The  next  question,  paragraph  28,  if  you  refer  tod 
that,  of  the  same  bill  of  particulars,  states  that  on  or  about  November  ) 
17, 1953,  you  renewed  your  request  that  the  subcommittee  should  inves-i 
tigate  the  Navy  and  Air  Force.  Is  that  statement  true  or  false? 
Secretary  Stevens.  Equally  false.  ! 
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Senator , Jackson.  Mr.  Rov  rolin  is  (jiioted  in  tlie  Wasliin^ton  Post 
for  Saturday,  March  1^,  as  stating,  and  1 (juote — this  is  with  reference 
to  the  First  Army  rei)ort,  and  1 (jiiote: 

It  is  an  unpi’ccedontc'd  thin.u',  obviously  leaked  out  by  the  Army  because  llu^y 
had  failed  at  prior  blackmailing  attempts. 

End  of  tlie  quote  from  tlie  M^asliinn-tou  l^ost. 

Js  tliat  alle^tition  of  ItlaclGuail  true  or  false? 

Seci  etary  Stf.vkns.  (V)mj)letely  fa  he. 

Senator  Jackson.  It  has  l)een  alleged  in  a memorandum  from 
I^h'ank  Carr  to  Senator  JMcCartliy  on  the  Dtli  of  December  195J — and 
tluit  was  later  released  to  the  press — and  I quote  : 

Even  though  they  (the  Army)  said  be  desenved  the  commission,  they  didn’t 
give  it  to  him  because  of  the  lef t-\^  ing  press  * *. 

End  of  quote.  I am  reading-  from  the  memorandum.  It  is  in  the 
memoranda  that  were  release(l  to  the  press,  dated  the  9th  of  Decem- 
ber. Jdiese  are  my  own  (j  nest  ions. 

Senator  Mc(''AirrnY.  1 wauled  to  know  what  ]>a^e. 

Senator  Jackson.  It  is  a memoj-andum,  9th  of  December,  from 
Frank  Carr  to  Senator  ^^cCarthy,  which  was  released  to  the  ])ress. 

Senator  McCaktiiy.  J just  asked  you  what  pa^e  so  I can  follow 
you.  What  pa^e  of  the  memorandum? 

Senator  Jackson.  A number  of  the  memoranda  Avere  released  to 
die  press  by  the  committee,  and  this  is  the  memoranda  that  1 am 
readino-  from,  one  of  the  many  memoranda  that  Avere  released. 

Mr.  AYELdi.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  1 say  I had  those  ])rinted,  and 
|I  think  there  are  a ^Teat  many  of  them  available.  Am  1 ri^ht? 

Senator  Mundt.  1 think  it  Avould  be  hel])ful  to  all  members  of  the 
:ommittee  if  Ave  could  have  co])ies,  if  they  are  available. 

Mr.  Welch.  I luiA-e  had  them  printed  in  the  size  I am  now  holding 
Lip,  and  if  they  cannot  be  distributed  to  the  members  of  the  committee 
QOAV,  they  certainly  can  be  shortly.  I thought  it  Avould  be  a con- 
venience to  have  them  in  a form  so  Ave  could  all  refer  to  them. 

Mr.  Stevens  wishes  me  to  add  that  the  printing  Avas  done  at  his 
.personal  expense. 


I Senator  Mundt.  That  is  an  old  senatorial  slogan  : “Not  Printed  at 
Public  Expense.” 

Proceed,  Senator  Jackson,  and  this  interruption  Avill  not  be  taken 
Dut  of  your  time. 

Are  you  through,  Mr.  Welch? 

Mr.  Welch.  They  are  being  passed  out. 

Senator  Mundt.  Yes.  Thank  you  very  much. 

Mr.  Weiuh.  I Avould  like  the  Avitness  to  have  a printed  one. 
Senator  Mundt.  I think  Mr.  Welch  asked  that  Mr.  Stevens  have 
bne.  You  do  not  have  one,  Mr.  Stevens  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  They  Avill  bring  me  one. 

Senator  Jackson.  I don’t  want  this  taken  off  iny  time. 

Senator  Mundt.  You  may  identify  the  memorandum,  and  we  will 
?tart  the  clock  again. 

Senator  Jackson.  There  is  before  the  committee  a printed  list  of 
nemoranda  that  have  been  offered  by  Mr.  Welch,  Avhich  has  all  of 
;he  memoranda,  compiled  in  one  document,  Avhich  had  been  previously 
•eleased  to  the  press.  Eight  ? 
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]\Tr.  WFXcri.  Could  I add  that  I have  never  personally  checked  it 
against  the  original  memoranda  which  have  been  in  Mr.  Jenkins’ 
possession,  but  I 

Senator  McCarthy.  A point  of  order,  Mr.  Chairman.  A point 
of  order. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Senator  will  state  his  point  of  order. 

Senator  McCarthy.  If  Mr.  Welch  is  going  to  make  statements  about 
wliat  he  checked  and  wliat  he  has  not  checked,  he  should  be  sworn. 
Otherwise,  he  should  be  restricted  to  act  as  Mr.  Stevens’  and  Mr. 
Adams’  and  Mr.  Hensel’s  counsel. 

Senator  Mundt.  I think  the  Chair  will  have  to  hold  that  Mr. 
Welch  was  simply  explaining  that  he  was  not  ofl'ering  this  memo- 
randum in  evidence.  He  was  simply  making  it  available  for  the 
convenience  of  the  committee,  and  was  assuming  no  responsibility 
for  its  verbatim  accuracy. 

Mr.  Welch.  I believe  it  is  accurate,  and  I thought  it  would  be  a 
convenience,  that  is  right. 

Senator  Mundt.  That  is  right.  We  accepted  it  as  such. 

You  may  identify  the  memorandum  from  wdiich  you  are  reading, 
Senator  Jacksvin,  at  which  time  we  wdll  start  the  clock  to  roll. 

Senator  Jackson.  May  I say  the  memorandum  that  I refer  to  in 
my  questions  come  from  the  memoranda  released  to  the  press  by 
Senator  McCarthy,  and  I believe  Mr.  Carr  and  Mr.  Cohn,  at  a press 
conference. 

My  assistant  has  checked  them  to  the  best  of  his  ability.  I haven’t 
checked  them  against  this  printed  copy  which  has  just  been  handed 
to  me. 

Let  me  get  back  to  this  question  again.  Referring  now  to  the 
memorandum  of  the  0th  of  December,  it  has  been  alleged,  Mr.  Secre- 
tary, in  a memorandum  from  Frank  Carr  to  Senator  McCarthy  on 
the  9th  of  December  1953,  that,  and  I quote; 

Even  though  they — 

the  Army,  I am  putting  it,  so  you  can  understand  it,  but  that  is  not 
in  there — 

Even  though  they — 
meaning  the  Army — 

said  he  deserved  the  commission,  they  did  not  give  it  to  him  because  of  the 
left-wing  ijress  * * *. 

End  of  the  quote  from  the  memorandum  of  the  9th  of  December 
1953. 

Did  you  ever  make  the  statement  that  Private  Schine  deserved  a 
commission?  Did  you  ever  hear  anyone  in  the  Army  make  that 
statement  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Jackson.  Therefore,  is  the  allegation  true  or  false? 

Secretary  Stevens.  False. 

Senator  Jackson.  The  next  question:  It  has  been  alleged  concern 
ing  the  Army  report  that,  and  I quote — this  is  a direct  quote : 

It  is  not  a report.  It  is  John  Adams’  version  of  a situation.  There  had  beei 
issued  a twisted,  distorted,  untrue  version  written  by  a man  who  has  a specia 
interest  in  the  situation. 
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End  of  quote  from  a statement  by  Senator  McCarthy  in  U.  S.  News 
& World  Report,  of  March  12,  1954. 

As  far  as  you  know,  Mr.  Secretary,  is  that  statement  true  or  false? 

Secretary  Stevens.  False. 

Senator  Jackson.  Mr.  Roy  Cohn  is  quoted  in  U.  S.  News  & World 
Report  on  March  19,  1954,  as  stating,  and  I quote : 

No  improper  influence  was  ever  exerted  by  me  on  anyone  else  on  behalf  of 
Schine. 

End  of  quote. 

Is  that  statement  true  or  false? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Senator  Jackson,  I am  sure  that  is  one  of  the 
basic  issues  that  the  committee  is  going  to  have  to  decide.  In  my 
o])inion,  such  improper  measures  were  definitely  used,  as  I have  testi- 
fied at  length. 

Senator  Jackson.  In  your  opinion,  is  that  statement  true  or  false? 
I will  reread  the  quote. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Thank  you. 

Senator  Jackson.  This  is  from  the  U.  S.  News  & World  Report,  a 
statement  by  Roy  Cohn  contained  in  the  issue  of  March  19,  1954,  this 
year.  This  is  the  quote : 

No  improper  influence  w.os  ever  exerted  by  me  on  anyone  else  on  behalf  of 
Schine. 

Secretary  Stevens.  In  my  opinion  that  is  false. 

Senator  Jackson.  The  next  question : Mr.  Cohn  is  quoted  on  IMeet 
the  Press  on  March  14  as  stating  in  answer  to  ]\lr.  Larry  Spivak,  and 
I quote : 

As  1 said,  Mr.  Spivak,  we  did  not  ask  for  special  treatment  for  him. 

End  of  quote. 

Is  that  statement  true  or  false  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  False. 

Senator  Jackson.  The  next  question  : This  is  Mr.  Cohn  again.  Mr. 
Cohn  went  on  to  say  then,  and  I quote : 

Throu, about  the  pattern,  what  we  wanted  and  everybody  wanted  and  I wanted 
was  what  was  coming  to  him,  nothing  more  and  nothing  less,  and  I do  not  believe 
that  I or  anybody  else  on  the  committee  used  any  kind  of  pressure  to  get  the 
Army  to  bring  this  about. 

End  of  quote.  This  is  from  Meet  the  Press. 

Is  that  statement,  in  your  opinion,  true  or  false  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Would  you  mind  reading  it  again,  Senator 
J ackson  ? 

Senator  Jackson.  Yes.  This  is  a part  of  the  quote  referred  to  in 
the  previous  sentence,  following  it  up;  he  went  on  to  say — this  is 
from  Meet  the  Press — and  I quote  : 

Throughout  the  pattern,  what  we  wanted  and  everybody  wanted  and  I wanted 
was  what  was  coming  to  him,  nothing  more  and  nothing  less,  and  I do  not  believe 
that  I or  anybody  else  on  the  committee  used  any  kind  of  pressure  to  get  the 
Army  to  bring  this  about. 

That  was  referring  to  the  previous  quote  above.  Let  me  go  back, 
and  it  may  be  helpful.  You  answer  this  question  in  reference  to  a 
quotation  by  Mr.  Cohn  on  Meet  the  Press  in  response  to  a question  by 
Mr.  Spivak,  and  I quote : 

As  I said,  Mr.  Spivak,  we  did  not  ask  for  special  treatment  for  him. 
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End  of  quote. 

Then  he  went  on  to  say — Mr.  Cohn  went  on  to  say — 

Thron^?hont  the  pattern,  what  we  wanted  and  everybody  wanted  and  I wanted 
was  what  was  coining  to  him,  nothing  more  and  nothing  less,  and  I do  not  believe 
that  I or  anybody  else  on  the  committee  used  any  kind  of  pressure  to  get  the 
Army  to  bring  this  about. 

Is  that  statement,  in  your  opinion,  true  or  false  ? ' 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  kind  of  unnsiial  language  there.  Senator. 
Senator  Jackson.  It  is  a direct  verbatim  quote  in  response  to  a | 
question  put  by  Mr.  Spivak  to  Mr.  Cohn  on  the  program  entitled  ! 
“Meet  the  Press,”  March  14  of  this  year.  ^ 

Secretary  Stevens.  If  I understand  it  and  if  it  adds  up  to  was  there 
or  was  there  not  any  pressure  used  so  far  as  Schine  was  concerned,  ‘ 
then  my  answer  is  “Yes,  there  was  pressure  used.”  ' 

Senator  Jackson.  Mr.  Secretary,  it  is  alleged  in  the  memorandum! 
from  Frank  Carr  to  Senator  McCarthy,  dated  October  2,  and  this  was  . 
released  to  the  press,  that,  and  I quote : , ■ 

Mr.  Stevens  stated  that — ! ‘ 

did  you  find  that  ? ; j 

Senator  Mundt.  I am  sorry,  the  Senator’s  time  has  expired.  | , 
Senator  Potter.  j 

Senator  Potter.  Mr.  Secretary,  I believe  you  testified  that  you  were 
desirous  of  having  the  hearings  discontinued  at  Fort  Monmouth,  ^ 
and  that  the  Army  would  investigate  and  make  periodic  reports  to  ^ 
the  committee. 

Now,  I wonder  if  5^11  would  tell  the  committee  just  what  structure  ^ 
do  you  in  the  Army  have  for  investigating  the  so-called  subversives  ^ 
that  might  be  in  the  Army  ? Is  that  done  by  your  G~2  section  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  One  of  the  agencies  within  the  Army  that 
would  be  active  in  that  would  be  the  Counter  Intelligence  Corps  of  j 
our  G-2  or  Intelligence  Division.  ^ 

Senator  Potter.  Do  you  have  a loyalty  board  ? | 

Secretary  Stevens.  Oh,  yes. 

Senator  Potter.  Now,  when  does  a case  reach  the  loyally  board? 
The  reason  I am  asking  these  questions  is  the  fact  that  I have  been 
concerned  over  the  great  delay  that  has  taken  place  in  the  ])ast,  and 
I am  thinking  now  of  the  Major  Peress  case,  before  the  Army  took  J 
any  action.  I am  wondering  if  you  can  tell  the  committee  what  are  ^ 
the  steps  for  the  Army  to  take  to  remove  a security  risk  from  the 
armed  services?  [' 

Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  I think  that  I stated  yesterday  that  in 
the  case  of  a suspension,  that  the  commanding  officer  of  the  installation 
can  recommend  a suspension  and  give  his  reasons,  and  that  is  consid- 
ered by  the  Army  headquarters,  then,  of  the  area  in  which  he  is 
located.  And  then  having  gone  through  the  Army  area  headquarters, 
it  "would  then  come  to  the  screening  board  in  W ashington. 

Senator  Potter.  To  what  board? 

Secretary  Stevens.  A screening  board  of  the  Department  of  the 
Army. 

Senator  Potter.  Is  that  a board  of  officers  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No;  it  is  a board  of  civilians. 

Senator  Potter.  Now—- — 
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Secretary  Stevens.  I am  advised  by  my  aid  that  sometimes  it  has 
military  personnel,  but  usually  civilians. 

Senator  Potter.  And  then  the  board  has  final  say  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  that  screening  board  determines  whether  or 
not  the  person  is  to  be  suspended,  and  then  if  it  is  so  determined,  as  a 
result  of  the  process  which  I have  just  outlined,  then  that  person  will 
be  suspended  from  the  installation  in  the  field  wherever  it  may  be,  Fort 
Monmouth  or  otherwise,  and  the  next  thing  is  that  charges  must  be 
])referred  within  30  days.  After  that  the  person  all'ected  can  ask  for  a 
hearing,  which  is  held  in  the  Army  area  in  which  the  installation  is 
located. 

In  the  case  of  an  Army  person  suspended,  that  hearing  board  would 
consist  of  Navy  and  Air  Force  personnel  from  the  same  general  area, 
that  is  from,  say,  the  First  Army  area,  in  New  York. 

Senator  Potter.  Put  not  Army  personnel  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Not  Army  personnel.  The  board  could  be  either 
military  or  civilian  personnel,  or  1 think  it  is  correct  that  2 out  of  the 
3 must  be  civilians,  is  that  right? 

Senator  Potter.  Mv.  Secretary,  assume  that  I were  iMajor  Brown 
and  I had  a man  in  my  command  and  I had  evidence  that  this  ]ierson 
was  a member  of  th.e  Communist  Party.  Now,  how  long  would  it  take 
for  me  to  get  rid  of  th.at  man  out  of  my  outfit? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I think  it  would  be  ])ossible  to  do  it  in  a matter 
of  hours,  if  it  was  as  bad  a case  as  you  outlined.  Senator  Potter, 
although  that  would  not  be  the  normal  course  of  events. 

Senator  Poster.  Assuming  a case  Vvdiere  the  commanding  officer  had 
circumstantial  evidence  that  wouldiiT  hold  up  in  court,  but  evidence 
which  he  believed  to  be  good,  how  long  would  it  take  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  What  he  Avould  do  would  be  to  call 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman,  I would  l.ike  to  ask  the  reporter 
to  mark  the  last  question  of  Senator  Potter  asked  and  I think  it  is  a 
very  important  question  and  I would  like  to  use  it  in  my  examination. 

Will  you  do  that,  Mr.  Keporter? 

Senator  Mundt.  Proceed,  Senator  Potter. 

Secretary  Stevens.  What  is  the  question? 

Senator  Poi'ter.  How  long  would  it  take  for  a command,ing  officer 
to  get  rid  of  a man  where  there  was  circumstantial  evidence  that  that 
person  was  a subversive? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  of  course.  Senator  Potter,  it  would  de- 
pend upon  the  particular  case  and  the  evidence  that  was  available. 
If  it  was  a clean-cut  case  that  just  suddenly  showed  up,  there  is  no 
reason  why  the  commander  or  his  G-2  at  the  installation  shouldn’t 
by  phone  get  in  touch  with  First  Army  Headquarters  and  they,  in 
turn,  with  us  and  clear  the  whole  thing  if  it  was  a real  bad  case. 

But  if  it  was  a case  in  which  we  didn’t  know,  and  we  had  some 
derogatory  information  perhaps  come  in,  then  a certain  amount  of 
investigation  would  be  required  in  order  to  decide  what,  if  any,  sub- 
stance there  was  to  the  allegations. 

Senator  Potter.  lYho  carries  on  the  investigations?  Is  that  G-2? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

' Senator  Potter.  Do  you  have  any  way  by  which  a commanding 
officer  can  contact  your  office  directly,  either  you  as  Secretary  of  the 
Army,  or  one  of  the  civilian  staff  members  of  your  office,  and  report 
that,  “I  have  a situation  in  my  unit  which  is  not  good”  ? 
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Can  action  be  taken  without  going  through  the  entire  chain  of 
command  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  It  could  be ; in  an  emergency,  it  certainly  could. 
Senator  Potter.  Do  you  have  anyone  on  your  staff  who  is  charged 
with  that  responsibility  ? i 

Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  the  Assistant  Chief  of  Stall’,  G-2,  is  ! 
charged  wdth  that  responsibility. 

Senator  Potter.  I mean  civilian?  | 

Secretary  Stevens.  No;  not  a civilian.  That  is  military.  | 

Senator  Potter.  Don’t  you  believe,  from  the  experience  of  the  ! 
so-called  Peress  case,  that  it  w^ould  expedite  things  greatly,  if  the  | 
field  commander  could  contact  the  Secretary’s  Office  directly  and  have 
somebody  in  that  Office  responsible  for  moving  quickly  on  cases  of 
that  kind  ? 

Secretary  Stevens  Well,  I think  w^e  have  the  mechanism  and  the  i 
machinery.  Senator  Potter,  to  handle  these  things  as  they  come  up.  ' 
Now,  I personally  wouldn’t  think  it  w^ould  be  necessary  to  have — it  ' 
might  be  the  equivalent  of  an  Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Army  for  j 
intelligence  or  security.  I wouldn’t  think  that  that  w^as  necessary.  ! 

I think  that  I can  work  through  the  Chief  of  Staff  to  the  military  in-  i 
telligence  division  of  the  Chief  of  Staff,  which  is  the  G-2  division, 
and  there  is  no  reason  why  that  should  have  to  be  duplicated. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Symington  ? 

Senator  Symington.  Mr.  Secretary,  on  January  13-14,  the  first 
Army  report  alleged  that  Mr.  Cohn  told  Mr.  Adams  he  w^ould  wreck  ! ^ 
the  Army  and  he  w’ould  see  that  Stevens  was  through  as  Secretary  ’ ^ 
of  the  Army.  ^ 

My  first  question  is:  Did  Mr.  Adams  tell  you  of  this  incident  at  ^ ^ 
that  time  ? i ® 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir.  ' N 

Senator  Symington.  What  w^ere  Mr.  Schine’s  duties  in  his  pre- 
induction training  in  New  York  from  November  3 to  November  10?  | lii 

Secretary  Stevens.  I would  say  that  he  w^as  available  for  committee  ; 
business  during  that  particular  w^eek  there.  Of  course,  I don’t  know  f 
exactly  wdiat  he  did. 

Senator  Symington.  Do  you  know  of  any  other  cases  of  this  type  i 
of  special  arrangements  during  the  preinduction  period  ? | 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir,  I don’t,  although  I will  say  this.  Senator  ^ 
Symington : This  I don’t  know  of  my  own  personal  knowledge  because  j 
I have  never  come  in  contact  wdth  the  case,  because  I think  there  jj 
are  instances  wdiere,  in  the  changeover  from  civilian  life  to  the  mili-  j 
tary,  wdiere  a person  might  have  responsibilities  of  family  or  business,  1 
that  there  are  cases  where  there  have  been  some  adjustments  during  [ k 
that  preindoctrination  period.  -i  - 

Senator  Symington.  If  you  didn’t  know  of  these  arrangements,  Mr.  | ^ 
Secretary,  do  you  know  who  made  them  ? I t 

Secretary  Stevens.  I knew  about  these  arrangements.  j 

Senator  Symington.  You  knew  about  them?  1 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir.  j t 

Senator  Symington.  Did  you  make  them  ? j ' 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir.  That  is  to  say,  I gave  the  instructions!  i 
for  them  to  be  made.  1 ' 

Senator  Symington.  What  were  those  arrangements,  roughly?  f 
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Secretary  Stevens.  Tlie  arrangement  Avas  tliat  whenever  Sehine 
was  inclucted,  he  was  to  be  assigned  to  the  First  Army  Headquarters 
at  (Governors  Island,  N.  Y.  That  was  to  be  where  lie  would  tie  into 
the  Army,  and  the  lirst  arrangement  was  that  he  was  to  be  assigned 
tjiere  for  ‘2  weeks  during  the  piTindoctrination  period  in  order  to  be 
available  for  committee  business.  1 gave  the  instructions  for  those 
arrangements. 

Senator  Symington.  Did  he  have  to  report  in  periodically,  or  did 
he 

Secretary  Stevens.  I know  he  must  have  repoifed  the  first  day. 
AVhether  he  reported  thereafter  every  day  or  not,  I don’t  actually  know. 
1 could  find  out  for  you. 

Senator  Symington.  Could  you  supply  the  details  of  that  arrange- 
ment, and  submit  it  for  the  record  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Sy'mington.  Mr.  Secretary,  did  you  see  the  First  Army 
rejiort  before  it  was  issued  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  The  First  Army  rejiort? 

Senator  Symington.  Yes;  the  one  in  iVIarch,  I believe  it  Avas,  the 
original  report. 

Secretary  Stevens.  The  chronology  of  events? 

Senator  Sv^vriNGTON.  Yes. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes;  I saw  it. 

Senator  Symington.  The  allegations  in  that  report  are  chiefly 
against  Mr.  Cohn,  Avith  relatively  minor  mention  of  Senator  McCarthy. 
Did  you  ever  feel  that  the  best  Avay  to  handle  this  Avas  to  contact 
Senator  McCarthy  and  state  to  him  that  Mr.  Cohn  had  been  acting 
improperly  and  that  some  action  should  be  taken  by  him  or  his  com- 
mittee? I ask  that  question  particularly  after  reading  the  letter 
Senator  McCarthy  sent  you  as  of  December  22. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Of  course,  the  fact  is  that  Senator  McCarthy 
brought  these  things  up  on  occasion  himself,  as  I have  testified  to  over 
the  last  feAv  days. 

Senator  Symington.  You  mean  after  the  letter  Avas  Avritten? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes;  on  at  least  one  occasion  after  the  letter 
was  written. 

Senator  Sy^mington.  As  Mr.  Colin  was  really  an  employee  of  one  of 
many  Senate  committees,  Avoiildn’t  it  have  been  better  by  personal 
contact  to  try  to  remedy  this  situation  rather  than  issue  the  report 
which  has  gotten  in  the  papers  noAv  and  is  really  responsible  for  these 
; hearings? 

I Secretary  Stea^ens.  I think  a situation  just  developed.  Senator 
[Symington,  that  Avorkcd  to  a climax  because  of  the  interest  that  Avas 
I generated  by  Schine’s  being  an  inductee  at  Fort  Dix.  The  fact  that 
he  Avas  aAvay  from  the  post  on  a number  of  occasions  Avith  special  passes 
’ became  a matter  of  common  knoAvledge,  and  public  knoAvledge.  So 
jthe  interest  generated  in  it  lead  to  the  inquiries  Ave  had  from  the 
Congress,  IMembers  of  the  Congress,  and  Ave  were  required  to  answer 
some  specific  questions,  and  Ave  did. 

Senator  Symington.  What  were  the  arrangements  that  Mr.  Sehine 
j had  at  Camp  Dix? 

Secretary  Stevens.  The  arrangement  at  Camp  Dix  Avas  that  Sehine 
was  to  be  made  available 
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Senator  McCarthy.  Will  tlie  Senator  yield  for  a minute?  Could 
I have  that  last  answer  read  ? 

Senator  Symington.  Without  taking  off  my  time,  could  the  reporter 
read  back  the  answer  to  Senator  McCarthy  ? 

Senator  Mundt.  Very  well.  The  time  will  be  declared  out.  The 
reporter  Avill  read  back  the  last  answer. 

(Whereupon  the  answer  referred  to  was  read  by  the  reporter  as 
recorded  above. ) 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Symington,  time  in  again. 

Senator  Symington.  I think  I asked  a question  before  about  what 
were  the  arrangements  made  with  respect  to  Private  Schine  at  Camp 
Dix. 

Secretary  Stevens.  The  arrangement  was  that  Private  Schine  was 
to  be  made  available  for  committee  business,  provided  it  did  not  inter- 
fere with  his  training.  It  was  originally  hojied  that  that  work,  what- 
ever it  might  be,  could  be  acconqdished  over  weekends,  but  subse- 
quently it  was  indicated  that  it  could  not  be,  and  Schine  was  therefore 
away  from  the  post  after  hours  at  times  during  the  week. 

Senator  Symington.  With  whom  did  the  Army  make  the  arrange- 
mets,  and  who  in  the  Army  made  them  for  the  Army  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I talked  with  General  Pyan,  the  commanding 
general  at  Fort  Dix,  about  this  situation,  and  left  it  in  his  hands. 

Senator  Sv^iiiNGTON.  Who  requested  you  from  the  legislative  side 
of  the  Government  about  it  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Who  requested  me? 

Senator  Symington.  Yes. 

Secretary  Stevens.  We  had,  I think,  some  8 or  9 inquiries  from 
Senators  and  Congressmen. 

Senator  Symington.  No;  who  was  it  who  asked,  who  was  it  in  the 
committee,  on  the  committee,  who  asked  that  the  special  arrangements 
me  made  for  Mr.  Schine  at  Camp  Dix? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  in  the  luncheon  of  November  6,  the  point 
was  made — Senator  McCarthy  was  there,  Mr.  Cohn  was  there,  and  Mr. 
Carr  was  there — that  they  were  having  trouble  getting  their  committee 
report  up,  and  with  Schine  about  to  go  into  the  Army  (that  is 
interesting  language  because  he  had  been  in  3 days  at  that  time) 
that  they  must  have  some  of  Dave  Schine’s  time  to  get  this  thing 
cleaned  up. 

Senator  Symington.  Arrangements  were  made  for  the  weekend. 
Who  made  the  arrangements?  Who  asked  the  Army  that  arrange- 
ments be  made  for  him  to  get  off  at  night?  Who  did  it  and  when? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That,  as  I recall.  Senator  Symington,  was  made, 
was  done  at  the  luncheon  of  November  6,  as  I recall  it. 

Senator  Symington.  At  the  luncheon  on  November  6? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Symington.  In  other  words,  all  the  principals  involved 
made  the  request  for  nights  as  well  as  week-ends? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Symington.  Are  you.  certain  of  that? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I would  like,  if  I may,  to  refresh  my  memory 
on  it,  but  that  is  my  present  recollection. 

Senator  Symington.  Do  you  know  whether  Senator  McCarthy 
knew  of  these  arrangements  at  Camp  Dix  ? 
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Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir,  I am  sui-e  lie  did.  If  I recall  it,  tliey 
are  even  mentioned  in  one  of  Ids  memoranda. 

Senator  Symincton.  Mr.  Secretary,  do  yon  feel  that  Private  Schine 
was  beinn^  treated  differently  than  other  privates  and  Avas  receiving 
special  treatment?  You  also  had  a letter  from  Senator  McCarthy 
on  December  22 — — 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Seantor  Symington.  Asking  that  he  not  be  given  special  treat- 
ment. Did  yon  ever  take  it  up  Avith  Senator  McCarthy  betAA^een 
December  22  and  the  issuance  of  the  report  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes.  The  only  incident  I remember.  Senator 
Symington,  Avas  the  time  I saAv  him  on  the  14th  of  January,  at  Avhich 
time  he  brought  up  the  question  of  Schine's  being  assigned  to  NeAV 
York  CitAL  I reminded  him  of  the  letter  of  December  22  on  that 
occasion. 

Senator  Symington.  Senator  Jackson  asked  you  if  you  had  sug- 
gested that  the  subcommittee  go  after  the  Air  Force  or  the  Navy,  and 
you  denied  that.  It  has  been  alleged  that  Mr.  Adams  made  that 
suggestion.  Did  he  do  it  in  your  jiresence? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Never. 

Senator  Symington.  It  has  been  alleged  in  the  Army  report  that 
at  a meeting  in  October  outside  the  courthouse  at  Foley  Square,  Sena- 
tor McCarthy  told  ]\lr.  Adams  tliat  ]\lr.  Schine  Avas  interested  only 
in  having  his  picture  taken.  Did  I\Ir.  Adams  report  this  incident  to 
you  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  He  did. 

Senator  Syahngton.  It  has  been  alleged  in  the  fii'St  Army  report, 
Mr.  Secretary,  in  the  entries  of  tlie  13th  and  14th  of  January  that  Mr. 
Cohn  stated  to  Mr.  Adams,  on  hearing  that  Private  Schine  be  sent 
overseas,  that  he  Avould  Avreck  the  Army  and  cause  Mr.  Stevens  to  be 
tlirough  as  Secretary  of  the  Army.  Did  Mr.  Adams  report  this  in- 
cident to  you  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  He  certainly  did. 

Senator  S vmington.  IVhat  did  you  do  about  it  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  AVhat  did  I do  about  it? 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Senator's  time  has  expired. 

You  may  ansvier  the  question. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I continued  to  try  to  tend  to  my  business  and 
run  the  Department  of  the  Army,  Avhicli  is  a very  large  job  to  try 
to  do. 

Senator  !Mundt.  Senator  DAvorshak. 

Senator  Davokshak.  Mr.  Secretary,  on  the  13th  of  April  1954,  your 
special  counsel,  Joseph  M.  Welch,  addressed  a statement  to  Mr.  Ray 
FI.  Jenkins,  special  counsel  of  this  subcommittee,  submitting  29  claims. 
The  final  claim  is  as  folloAvs,  and  I quote: 

On  or  about  February  10,  1954,  and  on  several  other  occasions,  Mr.  Carr  and 
a person  purporting  to  act  as  a representative  of  Senator  McCarthy,  indicated 
that  the  investigations  of  the  Army  then  contemplated  by  this  snl)committee 
would  either  he  terminated  or  be  conducted  along  reasonable  lines  if  the  Army 
Avonid  accede  to  Senator  McCarthy’s  and  Mr.  Cohn’s  request  for  a special  assign- 
ment for  Ih'ivate  Schine. 

Noav,  I am  sure  that  you  have  a high  regard  and  respect  for  con- 
gressional committees,  and  I Avonder  if  you  really  believe  that  the 
public  will  accept  this  claim  which  involves  a serious  indictment  to 
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" the  effect  that  this  subcommittee  might  be  influenced  in  any  manner 
in  making  its  investigations  of  subversives  or  the  infiltration  of  com-  ; 
munism,  or  that  its  Avork  be  either  retarded  or  accelerated.  You  don’t 
really  believe  in  this  conclusion,  or  the  29  claims  submitted  by  your 
special  counsel,  do  you  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  Senator  Dworshak,  on  that  one  that  will  I 
have  to  be  testified  to  by  Mr.  Adams. 

Senator  Dwoksiiak.  Well,  in  this  statement,  in  this  29th  claim  you 
said  that  Mr.  Carr  and  a person  purporting  to  act  as  a representative 
of  Senator  McCarthy,  and  why  didn’t  you  name  that  person?  You  ; 
surely  know  who  he  was. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Mr.  Adams  will  name  him. 

Senator  Dwoeshak.  You  don’t  knoAv  Avho  it  was? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Do  you  want  me — can  I put  the  name  in? 

Senator  Mundt.  Surely,  if  you  have  the  knowledge  you  may  put 
it  in.  ! 

Secretary  Stevens.  It  is  not  firsthand  knowledge. 

Senator  Dwoeshak.  I would  like  to  have  the  counsel  determine  ; 
whether  it  would  be  well  to  wait  until  Mr.  Adams  is  on  the  stand. 

]\rr.  Jenkins.  I think  Senator  Dworshak’s  question  is  perfectly 
proper  at  this  time. 

Secretary  Stevens.  My  information  is  that  that  was  Mr.  Sokolsky. 
Senator  Davoesiiak.  Who? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Sokolsky. 

Senator  Daa’Oesiiak.  The  newspaper  columnist? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Dwoeshak.  George  Sokolsky? 

Secretary  Stevens,  les.  ' 

Senator  Dwoeshak.  Did  you  or  your  counsel,  or  whoever  is  respon-  j ' 
sible  for  the  preparation  of  this  statement  assume  or  accept  this  over-  f 
ture  as  representing  the  collective  thinking  of  the  subcommittee  ? 1 

Secretary  Stevens.  ]\Iay  I have  the  privilege  of  conferring  with 
ISIr.  Welch,  because  he  and  Mr.  St,  Clair  prepared  this,  and  I would 
like  to  if  I may  for  a moment. 

Senator  Mundt.  You  may.  > 

Time  out.  I i 

]Ur.  Welch.  It  seems  to  me  that  the  specification  speaks  for  itself  I 
and  the  man  has  been  identified.  I am  not  suggesting  that  Mr.  Sokol- 
sky could  influence  this  committee,  or  make  any  deliveries  on  behalf  of 
this  committee,  but  the  testimony  will  be  that  Mr.  Sokolsky  claimed 
he  knew  what  he  was  talking  about,  and  that  he  made  these  statements 
to  Mr.  Adams.  ^ 

Senator  Dw^oeshak.  Mr.  Sokolsky  was  not  an  authorized  represent- 
ative  of  this  subcommiittee.  m 

Mr.  Welch.  It  seems  to  me^ 

Senator  Mundt.  Mav  the  chair  remind  the  counsel  that  he  is  not  a H 
witness  and  he  has  not  oeen  SAvorn,  and  Mr.  Stevens  is  the  witness  and 
the  question  should  be  directed  to  Mr.  Stevens,  and  ansAvered  by  him. 
Secretary  Stevens.  Could  I have  it  read.  Senator  DAvorshak? 
(Whereupon,  the  question  Avas  read  by  the  reporter,  as  above  re- 
corded.) 

Secretary  Stevens.  Not  so  far  as  I knoAV. 
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Senator  Dworsiiak.  Don’t  joii  think,  Mr.  Secretary,  there  are  more 
cooperative  means  of  ^ettin^  cooperation  between  the  Department  of 
the  Army,  and  an  important  snbcomittee  like  this  investigating  sub- 
committee, representing  the  Senate  of  the  United  States,  instead  of 
making  a charge  which  certainly  will  not  be  ajiyiroved  or  accepted  by 
the  public  to  the  extent  that  the  committee’s  entire  pattern  of  investi- 
gation could  be  influenced  so  easily,  and  diverted  from  its  primary 
objectives  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Senator  Dworshak,  I did  the  best  T could  in  the 
line  of  cooperation  with  this  committee  and  its  staff.  That  was  my 
whole  philosophy,  starting  as  soon  as  I took  oflice,  with  all  commit- 
tees, and  I pursued  it  to  the  best  of  my  ability. 

Senator  Dworshak.  You  still  stand  back  of  this  29th  claim,  which 
you  certainly  recognize  is  quite  a serious  indictment  of  this  subcom- 
mittee ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right,  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Dworshak.  That  is  all. 

Senator  Mundt.  Mr.  Welch,  you  have  10  minutes  in  which  to  inter- 
rogate the  witness. 

Mr.  Welch.  I have  only  two  questions,  I think,  Mr.  Stevens. 

Did  you  ever  ask — did  you  ever  ask  to  have  an  airplane  fly  you  to  an 
Army  camp  where  Private  Schine  was  stationed,  for  the  purpose  of 
your  visiting  Private  Schine  at  that  post  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I did  not. 

Mr.  Welch.  On  the  occasion  when  there  was  a luncheon  at  your 
oflice  in  respect  to  which  there  has  been  testimony,  some  testimony  as 
to  whether  or  not  Private  Schine  was  expected  as  a guest,  did  you 
ever  say  that  you  were  disappointed  that  he  did  not  come  because  you 
had  hoped  or  planned  to  have  your  picture  taken  with  him? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I certainly  have  no  recollection  of  any  such 
statement. 

Mr.  Welch.  Did  you  ever  on  any  occasion  request  that  you,  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  should  have  a picture  taken  of  you  and 
Private  Schine  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Alone;  no. 

Senator  Mundt.  Have  you  finished,  Mr.  Welch? 

Mr.  Welch.  Yes. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  McCarthy,  you  have  10  minutes. 

Senator  McCarthy.  This  forenoon  I asked  you  a question  with 

I regard  to  your  testimony  yesterday,  and  I asked  you  whether  or  not 
yesterday  you  did  not  testify  that  you  wanted  to  have  the  hearings 
on  Communist  infiltration  of  Fort  Monmouth  suspended.  There 
seems  to  be  some  doubt  in  your  mind  as  to  whether  you  so  stated. 
Have  you  refreshed  your  recollection  and  can  you  now  tell  us  that 
yesterday  you  did  testify  that  you  wanted  the  hearings  at  Fort  Mon- 
mouth suspended? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  Senator  IMcCarthy,  what  I really  wanted 
was  to  have 

Senator  McCarthy.  I am  talking  about  what  you  testified  to  yes- 
terday and  not  what  you  wanted  today,  but  what  you  wanted 
yesterday. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I haven’t  looked  it  up,  if  that  is  what  you  mean. 
Senator  McCarthy.  You  have  not? 
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Secretary  Stevens.  No. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Do  you  know  whether  you  testified  yesterday 
you  wanted  the  hearings  at  Fort  Monmouth  suspended? 

Se.cretary  Stevens.  I would  look  it  up  and  see,  sir. 

Senator  McCarthy.  You  don’t  remember  that  now  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I think  that  I said  something  about  the  sus- 
pension of  hearings,  but  not  of  the  investigation,  and  that  the  Army 
should  have  an  opportunity  to  take  over  this  investigation  and  make 
progress  reports  to  you. 

Senator  McC.arthy.  Bob,  this  is  a very  simple  question,  and  your 
memory  is  so  good  about  events  that  occurred  6 months  ago,  and  it 
seems  you  should  be  able  to  remember  what  occurred  yesterday.  And 
my  question  is  simply  this:  Yesterday  did  you  tell  Mr.  Jenkins,  if 
you  recall,  that  you  did  try  to  get  the  hearings  at  Fort  Monmouth 
suspended,  that  is,  the  hearings  of  Communist  infiltration  into  the 
radar  installation  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I will  look  up  the  testimony  and  see. 

Senator  McC'^arthy.  Don’t  you  remember  it  now  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I cannot  remember  everything  that  I have  said. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Do  you  remember  that  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  As  I said  a moment  ago,  I think  I did  say  some- 
thing about  it. 

Senator  McCarthy.  If  you  testified  to  that  yesterday  it  was  tlie 
truth  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  If  I testified  to  it  yesterday,  it  Avas  the  truth, 
sure;  as  far  as  I know  it  is  the  truth. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Now,  can  you  tell  us  today,  Avhether  or  not  you 
Avanted  the  hearings  at  Fort  Monmouth  suspended? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I wanted  them  suspended,  in  order  that  the 
Army  could  carry  out  the  hearings  themselves  and  make  progress 
reports  to  your  committee,  and  stop  the  panic  that  was  being  created 
in  the  mind  of  the  public  about  Fort  Monmouth  on  a basis  that  was 
not  justified  by  the  facts. 

Senator  McCarthy.  How  did  you  finally  succeed  in  getfing  the 
hearings  suspended  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Hoav  did  I finally  succeed  ? 

Senator  McCarthy.  Yes.  They  are  suspended  as  of  today.  We 
both  agree  to  that,  I believe.  Hoav  did  you  finally  succeed? 

Secretary  Stea^ens.  They  aren’t  suspended,  as  far  as  I knoAV. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Are  the  hearings  still  going  on? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Are  they  still  going  on?  You  knoAv  about  that. 

Senator  McCarthy.  You  know  that  the  hearings  were  suspended 
the  day  you  or  someone  filed  your  charges  against  Mr.  Cohn,  Mr.  Carr, 
and  myself.  You  knoAv  that,  don’t  you  ? Let’s  not  be  coy. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I am  not  being  coy  at  all.  I don’t  think  that  has 
anything  to  do  with  it.  Senator  McCarthy. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Have  they  not  been  sus])ended  since  you  filed 
your  charges  ? Was  not  that  the  way  you  got  them  suspended  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  If  you  are  trying  to  suggest 

Senator  McCarthy.  I am  trying  to  get  the  truth. 

Secretary  Stearns.  If  you  are  trying  to  suggest  that  I am  personally 
responsible  for  the  suspension  of  the  hearings,  then  I think  you  are 
absolutely  incorrect. 
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Senator  McCarthy.  You  wanted  them  suspended.  Would  you  be 
ashamed  to  be  personally  responsible  for  having  them  suspended? 

Secretary  Stevens.  1 wouldn’t  be  ashamed  of  having  them  sus- 
pended at  all,  as  long  as  the  Army  could  take  it  up  and  carry  it  along 
and  report  to  your  committee  and  resume  with  you  at  any  time  that 
you  wanted. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Now  let’s  get  back  to  the  question.  Yesterday 
you  testified  that  you  wanted  the  hearings  suspended.  I think  we  will 
both  agree  now  that  the  hearings  have  been  suspended  since  the  day 
tlnit  you  made  public  your  charges  against  my  chief  counsel,  my  chief 
of  statF,  and  myself.  There  is  no  question  about  that. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I would  say  that  has  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Have  they  been  suspended? 

Secretary  Stevens.  1 say  it  has  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

Secretary  McCarthy,  llave  they  been  suspended?  Do  you  know 
they  have? 

Secretary  Stevens.  They  were  suspended  by  an  action  of  the  com- 
mittee, taking  up  other  business.  It  certainly  is  nothing  that  1 have 
had  to  do  with  any  decision  made  by  this  committee. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Do  you  think  the  filing  of  the  charges  against 
my  chief  counsel,  my  chief  of  staff,  and  myself,  had  anything  to  do 
with  the  suspension  of  the  hearings? 

Secretary  Stevens.  If  you  are  talking  about  Fort  Monmouth,  I 
think  those  hearings  were  suspended  quite  a long  time  ago. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Then  we  will  talk  about  all  the  hearings  into 
Communist  infiltration  in  the  Army,  so  there  is  no  question  about  their 
having  been  suspended  a long  time  ago,  the  day  before  you  filed  your 
charges  against  my  chief  counsel,  my  chief  of  staff,  and  me,  the  day 
before  that,  you  know.  Bob,  or  should  know,  that  we  asked  for  the 
])roduction  of  six  military  personnel  with  long  Communist  records. 
We  asked  you  that  day  also  for  the  production  of  information  on  those 
who  were  responsible  for  the  promotion,  the  honorable  discharge,  and 
the  favorable  stateside  duty  for  a fifth-amendment  Communist.  You 
know  that  was  done,  Mr.  Secretary,  the  day  before  you  filed  those 
charges,  so  don’t  come  here  and  tell  us  they  were  suspended  a long 
time  ago. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I think  if  anything  has  been  suspended,  it  must 
have  been  by  action  of  this  committee.  I don’t  have  any  right  to  act 
for  this  committee. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Stevens,  do  you  want  to  tell  us  today  under 
oath  that  you  feel  that  the  filing  of  your  charges  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  suspension  of  our  hearings  on  Communist  infiltration  in  the 
military  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  think  that  the  Army’s  answer  to  Senator 
Potter’s  letter  could  stop  the  work  of  the  Congress  of  the  United 
States.  I certainly  hope  it  can’t. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Answer  my  question,  will  you?  Will  you 
answer  the  question? 

Secretary  Stevens.  May  I have  the  reporter  read  the  question  ? 

Senator  McCarthy.  If  you  don’t  remember  it,  you  certainly  may. 

Senator  Mundt.  Time  out.  The  reporter  will  read  the  question. 

(Whereupon,  the  question  was  read  by  the  reporter  as  above 
recorded.) 
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Secretary  Stevens.  I will  stand  on  the  answer  I made. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I will  ask  the  Chair  to  order  you  to  answer  the 
question,  Bob.  I think  you  owe  us  that  answer. 

Secretary  Stevens.  May  we  have  the  answer  that  I gave,  read? 

Senator  McCarthy.  Will  you  take  time  out,  Mr.  Chairman?  | 

Senator  Mundt.  Time  out,  and  the  reporter  will  read  the  same  1 
question  he  read  previously  and  the  answer  that  the  Secretary  gave.  ! 

Senator  McCarthy.  While  be  is  doing  it,  Mr.  Chairman,  I want  to  j 
})oint  out  the  answer  is  not  responsive,  and  I am  going  to  ask  the  Chair 
to  order  the  witness  to  answer  the  question. 

(The  question  and  answer  were  read  by  the  reporter.) 

Senator  McCarthy.  Will  you  answer  the  question  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  1 think  that  is  an  answer. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I am  going  to  ask  the  Chair  to  order  the  Secre- 
tary to  answer  my  question,  which  is  very  simple. 

Senator  Mundt.  Back  on  time  now.  I will  ask  the  Senator  to 
restate  his  question. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Secretary,  wdll  you  listen  very  carefully?  i 
The  question  is.  Do  you  feel  that  the  filing  of  the  charges  against  my 
chief  counsel,  my  chief  of  staff,  and  against  me  had  anything  at  all 
to  do  with  holding  up  or  suspending  the  hearings  on  Communist 
infiltration  in  your  Department,  hearings  which  had  been  going  on 
up  until  the  day  you  filed  those  charges?  That  is  a simple  question, 
Bob,  and  you  should  be  able  to  answer  it. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Senator  McCarthy,  I repeat  that  I just  do  not 
believe  that  our  answer  to  Senator  Potter's  letter  could  stop  the  work 
of  the  Congress  of  the  United  States  or  its  committees.  I just  do  not 
believe  that. 

Senator  McCarthy.  In  other  words,  your  answer  is  that  you  do 
not  think  that  the  filing  of  these  charges  had  anything  to  do  with 
holding  up  the  work  of  the  committee  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  think  that  our  answer  to  the  letter  of 
Senator  Potter  was  responsible  for  stopping  the  work  of  this  com- 
mittee or  the  Congress. 

Senator  McCar  thy.  Let’s  be  a little  bit  more  honest  here.  , 

Secretary  Stevens.  What  do  you  mean,  “be  a little  more  honest”? 

Senator  McCarthy.  You  bring  Senator  Potter  into  this  constantly,  j 
You  would  think  that  Senator  Potter  instigated  this.  Will  you  tell  ] 
us  now  whether  or  not  Senator  Potter’s  letter  was  not  the  result  of  ( 
constantly  leaked  stories  from  the  Pentagon  to  the  effect  that  you  had  j 
a report,  that  prior  to  that  you  personally,  ^Ir.  Secretary,  and  Mr.  ^ 
Adams  contacted  a number  of  Senators,  told  them  you  had  such  a 
report,  and  that  also  you  knew  that  Mr.  Adams  had  indicated  to  me. 
let’s  put  it  that  way — Mr.  Welch,  please,  I think  the  Secretary  is 
intelligent  enough  to  listen  to  this  without  your  whispering  in  his  ear. 
AVill  you  desist  until  I get  through  with  the  question  ? 

]\Ir.  AAhxcH.  Did  you  make  a remark  to  me  ? 

Senator  McCarthy.  Will  you  desist  until  I get  through  with  mj  | 
question?  j. 

AYill  you  read  the  last  part  of  my  question  to  Mr.  Stevens  so  I car 
complete  it?  I 

Senator  INIundt.  The  re])orter  will  read  the  question.  j 

Senator  McCarthy.  Just  the  last  few  words.  1 ; 

i, 
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(The  last  part  of  tlie  question  was  read  by  the  reporter.) 

Senator  McCakthy.  That  unless  our  hearings  were  called  off,  or 
using  your  word  “suspended,”  there  would  be  issued  a report  attacking 
my  cliief  counsel,  a report  which  he  claimed  would  be  embarrassing 
to  the  committee.  You  knew  all  that,  didn't  you  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  1 am  sorry  that  1 am  not  as  bright  as  you  give 
me  credit  for  being,  Senator  McCarthy.  That  is  such  a long  state- 
ment with  a question  on  the  end  of  it  that  I will  have  to  have  it  reread. 

Senator  McCaktiiy.  Let’s  break  it  up. 

Senator  Mundt.  Time  out  and  let  the  reporter  reread  the  question, 
or  do  you  want  to  restate  it  % 

Senator  McCarthy.  1 think  the  Secretary’s  objection  is  well  taken. 
That  is  a very  long  question,  and  I think  it  should  be  broken  up  so 
we  can  take  it  piecemeal. 

Senator  Mundt.  Very  well. 

I Senator  ^IcCartiiy.  Before  Mr.  Potter  wrote  you  and  asked  for  this 
re])ort,  is  it  correct  that  the  papers  carried  stories  to  the  effect  that 
such  a report  was  available  in  your  office  and  that  Mr.  Potter  actually 
only  wrote  you  and  told  you  that  as  long  as  the  report  was  going  to 
be  made  public,  he  felt  as  a member  of  this  committee  he  should  have 
the  consideration  of  receiving  a co])y  of  that  report,  and  that  Mr. 
Potter  did  not  originate  the  request  for  any  report  about  my  chief 
counsel  and  Mr.  Carr? 

Secretary  Stevens.  As  far  as  I know.  Senator  Potter  originated 
I his  letter. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Oh,  now  you  understand  the  question,  Bob. 

1 Secretary  Stevens.  Didn’t  you  ask  whether  Senator  Potter  in  effect, 
didn’t  you  ask  whether  or  not  he  wrote  the  letter  under  his  own 
i power,  or  because  he  was  asked  to ; as  far  as  1 know  it  was  written  by 
Senator  Potter. 

I Senator  McCarthy.  Could  we  take  time  out  and  have  the  question 
read,  Mr.  Chairman  ? 

Senator  Mundt.  Take  time  out,  and  we  will  read  the  question. 

(Whereupon  the  question  was  read  by  the  reporter  as  above  re- 
corded.) 

Secretary  Stevens.  First  of  all.  Senator  Potter  didn’t  write  me,  as 
far  as  I know.  He  wrote  the  Secretary  of  Defense.  As  I recall,  his 
I letter,  which  I have  seen — I don’t  think  there  was  an  reference  in  it 
to  any  report,  and  I think  he  asked  specific  questions  to  the  effect  of : 
I Had  any  preferential  treatment  been  extended  to  David  Schine,  and 
^ if  so  who  was  responsible, 
j Senator  Potter.  Point  of  order. 

I Senator  Mundt.  I think  Senator  Potter  is  entitled  to  speak  on  a 
1 point  of  order,  and  time  out. 

Senator  McCarthy.  May  I say 

j Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Potter  has  the  floor. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Will  the  Senator  yield  for  a moment?  May 
1 I say.  Senator  Potter,  I was  trying  to  clear  up  this  record  and  I think 
it  was  completely  unfair  to  you  to  make  it  appear  that  you  were  the 
* moving  force  in  the  origination  of  this  report,  because  we  all  know 

I this  report  had  been  leaked  to  newsmen  in  their  possession 

[ Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Potter  has  the  floor  and  I must  remind  the 
\ Senator  from  Wisconsin  that  the  old  practice  of  asking  a colleague  to 
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yield  has  no  bearing,  and  he  has  no  right  to  yield  and  he  must  state 
his  point  of  order  or  lose  the  floor. 

Senator  Potitr.  My  point  of  order,  Mr.  Chairman,  is,  in  order  to 
clarify  this  present  discussion,  that  my  letter  to  Secretary  of  Defense 
diaries  Wilson  was  based  upon  impressions  that  I had,  and  I think  as 
1 said  yesterday,  or  last  week,  it  was  more  or  less  of  an  open  secret  on 
the  Hill,  that  a report  did  exist,  and  that  fragments  of  that  re])ort 
had  been  published  in  the  press. 

Xow,  I felt,  as  a member  of  the  committee,  that  the  committee  should 
have  the  benefit  of  the  rejiort.  so  that  we  could  take  whatever  action  we 
deemed  necessary.  That  is  the  essence  and  the  purpose  of  my  writing 
the  letter  to  Secretary  of  Defense  Wilson;  and  I received  a reply,  the 
rejiort  now  under  consideration. 

Senator  Muxi/r.  Tliank  you  for  that  verifying  question  which  the 
Chair  feels  is  perfectly  in  order  since  your  name  has  been  bandied 
around  on  this  question. 

Mow,  Senator  McCarthy. 

Senator  McCarthy.  May  1 say  that  1 think  that  Senator  Potter's 
action  is  completely  ]>roper,  and  one  that  slioiild  have  been  taken,  and 
1 just  want  to  make  it  clear  here  that  when  the  Secretary  talks  about 
an  answer  in  regard  to  Mr.  Potter's  letter,  that  you  were  not  giving  us 
the  facts,  Bob,  and  you  know  that  that  report  was  out  and  available 
long  before  that,  don't  yoih!? 

Let  us  put  it  this  way ; did  you  not  ? 

Secretary  S'I'Evens.  I jiositively  deny  that  I stated  anything  here 
that  is  not  the  fact,  so  far  as  I know. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I'hen  let  us  get  on  to  the  specific  question.  Did 
you  not.  Bob,  personaly  tell  Senators  that  you  had  available  a report 
on  my  chief  counsel  before  Senator  Potter  wrote  you  that  letter? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I visited  members  of  your  committee  Senator 
^fcCarthy,  in  connection  with  tlie  Ceneral  Zwicker  case,  and  that  is 
what  I talked  to  the  members  of  your  committee  about. 

Senator  McCarthy.  You  heard  my  (piestion,  and  the  question  was, 
did  you  not  tell  members 

Senator  Mundt.  1 am  sorry,  your  time  has  expired.  We  will  go 
around  the  wheel  asain. 

('ounsel  has  no  (juestions. 

The  Chair  would  again  now,  if  he  can,  like  to  pursue  with  the 
Seci-etary  a point  which  I consider  of  tremendous  importance  to  us 
it  the  members  of  this  committee  are  going  to  faithfully  fulfill  their 
responsibility,  as  we  interrogate  other  witnesses,  and  as  we  cross- 
examine  Messrs,  McCarthy,  Cohn,  and  Carr,  about  their  part  in  this 
controversy. 

Correct  me  if  I am  wrong  as  1 try  to  bring  the  interrogation  up  to 
date,  ])lease,  Mr.  Stevens.  1 am  trying  to  break  down  and  segregate 
with  regard  to  each  of  the  three  individuals  who  are  now  being  charged, 
his  part  in  these  improper  activities  which  you  allege.  If  the  (dudr 
understands  it  correctly,  as  of  now,  you  state  that  you  have  no  specific 
charge  of  impropriety  to  make  of  your  owii  personal  knowledge  against 
Mr.  Carr? 

Secretary  Stevens.  In  respect  of  the  October  2 meeting. 

Senator  Mlndt.  No,  in  respect  to  this  controversy,  Mr.  Stevens. 
If  you  have  charges  to  make  against  Mr.  Carr,  we  hope  that  we  are 
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about  to  finish  with  you  as  a witness,  and  I think  that  you  should 
make  them  now.  I understood  that  you  had  none  to  make,  and  if  you 
are  holding  some  out,  you  may  make  them  now. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  Senator,  all  of  the  discussion  insofar  as 

1 am  concerned,  that  has  taken  place  in  regard  to  the  matter  of  Mr. 
(kirr,  has  been  related  to  the  meeting  of  October  2,  and  that  date  you 
will  find  runs  through  and  through  this  record,  because  that  is  what 
we  have  been  talking  about. 

I said  to  you  that  if  the  only  evidence  with  respect  to  Mr.  Carr  was 
the  ha]:)])enings  of  October  2,  then  after  all  of  the  evidence  is  in  at  this 
hearing,  then  I would  feel  that  that  would  he  withdrawn. 

Senator  Mundt.  Very  well,  we  will  take  them  up  date  by  date,  and 

I the  Chair  misunderstood  you.  Your  disclaimer  of  any  charge  against 
Mr.  Carr,  you  now  say,  is  limited  to  the  occurrences  of  October  2, 
is  that  right? 

Secretary  Stevens.  ^ly  disclaimer  was  with  respect  to  the  October 

2 date,  that  is  correct. 

Senator  Mundt.  Now,  I find  in  your  statement  of  specifications, 
other  mentions  of  Mr.  Carr,  and  since  you  now  indicate  that  you  do 
have  charges  to  make  against  him,  and  I have  no  desire  either  to 
exonerate  him  or  ])lace  him  on  exhibition  as  a guilty  |)articipant, 
but  I simply  want  the  facts,  I shall  quote  those  other  points  in 
your  specifications,  where  you  mention  them.  I will  ask  the  counsel, 
if  he  will,  please,  to  check — if  I may  have  the  attention  of  the  coun- 
sel— to  check,  and  I am  doing  this  hurriedly,  and  I may  omit  some 
of  them.  Will  you  get  a co])y  of  them  before  you,  please,  and  make 
sure  that  I mention  every  time  that  Mr.  Carr  has  been  mentioned 
by  ]\Ir.  Stevens. 

I The  next  one  that  I think  I see  is  on  October  G,  and  that  is  your 
^ specification  No.  8,  Mr.  Stevens : 

On  or  about  October  U,  tbbS,  Senator  ISIcCartby,  Mr.  Cohn,  and  Mr.  Carr 
i sought  to  induce  and  persuade  Secretary  Stevens  and  Mr.  Adams — 

I but  we  are  not  concerned  with  Mr.  Adams  now — 

i sought  to  persuade  Secretary  Stevens 

; omitting  Mr.  Adams — 

to  arrange  for  the  assignment  of  Private  Schine  to  New  York  City  to  study  and 
report  evidence,  if  any,  of  pro-Communist  leanings  in  West  Point  textbooks. 

On  that  occasion,  what  did  Mr.  Carr  do  that  you  allege  is  improper? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  Mr.  Carr  was  part  of  the  group  that  w^as 
i there  talking  about  the  thing,  and  now  I can’t  sit  here  and  tell  you 
i precisely  what  everyone  said,  if  you  mean  to  particularize  on  the  point 
> of  quotes,  but  Mr.  Carr  took  a part  in  that  meeting. 

Senator  Mundt.  AVhat  part,  and  I mean  in  justice  to  Mr.  Carr, 
whom  you  are  asking  that  this  committee  suspend  and  disengage  as 
its  counsel  because  of  improper  activities,  in  justice  to  him  certainly 
you  should  do  more  than  say  he  was  simply  there. 

Secretary  Sevens.  Perhaps,  Mr.  Chairman,  I can  simplify  it  by 

I I referring  to  memorandum  from  Frank  Carr,  to  Senator  McCarthy, 

I II  dated  December  9.  Senator  Jackson  referred  to  it  a while  ago. 

i!  Senator  Mundt.  That  would  not  be  helpful  in  response  to  this 
' , question. 

i 

i 

I 


332 


SPECIAL  INVESTIGATION 


Secretary  Stevens.  It  is  helpful  to  this  extent,  sir,  that  he  quoted 
from  that  memorandum,  and  1 said  that  in  my  opinion  that  that  was 
not  true.  So  if  you  need  any  evidence  of  why  I cannot  withdraw 
Frank  Carr  from  these  proceedings  until  after  all  of  the  evidence  is 
in,  that  is  as  good  a one  as  any. 

Senator  Mundt.  All  right,  yon  now  state  that  included  in  the  im- 
proper activities  of  Mr.  Carr,  was  the  fact  tliat  he  made  a statement 
in  a memorandum  wliich  you  have  designated  as  untrue? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I do  not  now  know  whether  this  is  a true  copy 
or  not,  but  we  all  have  it  in  front  of  us. 

Senator  Mundt.  Assuming  it  is  foi*  the  purpose  of  the  liearings, 
and  unless  it  is  challenged  we  will  accept  it  as  true.  Now,  we  will  go 
back  to  November  G.  What  on  that  occasion  did  he  do  that  was 
improper,  if  anything? 

Secretary  S'ievens.  Senator,  I would  like  to  ask  the  right  if  I may 
to  think  that  one  over  in  the  same  way  that  1 have  thought  over  the 
October  2 meeting. 

Senator  Mundt.  Certainly  you  have  that  right. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I would  like  to  do  that  overnight. 

Senator  Mundt.  You  may  respond  tomorrow  morning  under  oath 
on  that  question. 

Now,  you  have  the  same  right  in  connection  with  the  next  question, 
which  deals  with  November  11,  and  the  si)ecification  No.  10: 

On  or  about  November  11,  Ib.TS,  Mr.  Cohn  and  Mr.  Carr — 

I beg  your  pardon.  This  deals  wdth  General  Ilyan,  and  you  couldirt 
know  about  that  one. 

On  November  IG  this  brings  you  in,  with  Mr.  Carr,  specification 
No.  12. 

On  or  about  November  10,  Ib.Tl,  Mr  Colin  and  Mr.  Carr  renewed  the  threats 
that  are  recited  in  paragraph  11  above,  this  time  directing  them  to  Secretary 
Stevens. 

That  is  a direct  charge  that  Mr.  Carr  threatened  you,  and  what 
did  he  do  that  threatened  you  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I will  try  to  ])articularize  that  one  tomorrow. 

Senator  Mundt.  Thank  you.  Mr.  Counsel,  that  is  November  17, 
specification  13. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  has  the  floor. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I didn’t  hear  the  last  answer,  I am  sorry. 

Senator  Mundt.  He  said  that  he  would  try  to  particularize  it  in  the 
morning. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Mundt.  Specification  No.  13: 

On  or  before  November  17,  195t>,  Senator  McCarthy,  Mr.  Cohn,  and  Mr.  Carr 
made  known  to  Secretary  Stevens  the  importance  attached  by  them-  to  Private 
Schine's  military  assignment,  and  thereby,  by  innuendo  and  inference,  indicated 
that  their  plans  for  continuing  further  investigation  of  the  military  installation 
at  Fort  Monmouth,  N.  J.,  were  related  to  the  importance  attached  by  them  to 
Private  Schine’s  milit.ury  assignment. 

\Vhat  on  that  occasion  did  Mr.  Carr  do  directly  or  by  innuendo  or  • 
inference  that  you  consider  improper  conduct? 

Secretary  Stevens.  1 would  like  to,  in  the  same  way,  testify  on  all 
of  these  in  the  morning. 
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i Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman,  a very  important  point  of  order 
liere.  Yon  are  questioning,  and  1 think  very  ably  questioning  the  Sec- 
retary about  events  which  he  must  have  full  knowledge  and  informa- 
t tion  with  regard  to  them  and  which  must  have  been  given  to  counsel 
\ before  they  made  these  serious  charges  against  Frank  Carr.  And  I 
just  question  the  wisdom  of  having  this  man  who  has  made  the  charges 
sit  here  now  and  say  “I  can’t  tell  you  tonight,  I will  go  back  and  talk 
I it  over  with  counsel  and  decide  what  I remember  tomorrow  morning.” 
I just  don’t  think  we  can  get  anywhere  in  cross-examination  that  way. 
Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  believes  we  can  get  somewhere  by  cross- 
I examination,  because  Secretary  Stevens  will  be  subjected  to  cross- 
I examination  on  any  charges  he  particularizes  in  the  morning, 
r Senator  McCarthy.  May  I ask  this,  then,  and  may  I ask  that  the 
\ Chair  inquire  from  this  witness  whether  or  not  as  of  tonight,  he  has 
I no  recollection  of  these  events? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I won’t  say  I have  no  recollections,  but  I would 
I like  to  think  it  over  and  have  a chance  to  refresh  my  memory,  because 
I as  I pointed  out  earlier,  with  the  number  of  questions  I have  already 

il  been  asked  and  the  amount  of  testifying  I have  done,  there  does  come  a 
time  when  you  have  to  sit  down  and  evaluate  and  concentrate  on  a 
given  point.  And  that  is  what  I would  like  to  do  on  this. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman — ^ — 

Mr.  Jenkins.  May  I make  the  observation  at  this  time,  that  the 
question  suggested  by  Senator  McCarthy  to  you,  to  be  asked  at  this 
time,  may  be  asked  by  Senator  McCarthy  very  properly  in  a few 
minutes. 

Senator  Mundt.  I appreciate  it  if  I would  not  be  interrupted,  I am 
trying  to  follow  a line  of  interrogatories;  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin 
has  10  minutes  on  his  own  in  just  a few  seconds. 

Senator  McCarthy.  May  I say  in  the  last  couple  of  days  I have 
gotten  to  be  rather  an  old  hand  at  being  interrupted,  and  I don’t  want 
to  interrupt  the  Chair  unnecessarily. 

However,  I will  not  have  an  opportunity  to  interrogate  Mr.  Stevens 
tonight,  and  what  time  is  it  now  ? May  I say  this  is  very  important. 
Senator  Mundt.  Continue. 

: Senator  McCarthy.  I think  this  is  very  important.  I think  that 

' this  witness  in  view  of  the  fact  that  he  says  now  he  has  no  recollection 
of  these  serious  charges  he  wants  to  make  against  Mr.  Carr,  that  he 
be  ordered  to  tell  the  committee  whether  or  not  he  had  a recollection 
the  day  these  were  hied,  and  they  were  written.  If  not,  where  does 
the  information  come  from  ? 

j Mr.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I make  a statement? 

Senator  Mundt.  Mr.  Jenkins. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  The  question  raised  by  the  Senator  is  purely  argu- 
mentative and  goes  to  the  weight  of  the  testimony  of  the  Secretary  and 
not  to  the  question  of  its  admissibility.  It  is  a matter  of  argument,  and 
I do  not  think  it  is  a proper  point  of  order. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  will  overrule  the  point  of  order.  He  is 
diligently  trying  to  hnd  out  for  his  own  beneht  and,  I believe,  for  the 
beneht  of  his  colleagues,  just  exactly  what,  if  any,  specihc  charges  are 
\ being  made  against  Mr.  Carr  by  Mr.  Stevens  as  a result  of  his  own 
personal  knowledge.  In  justice  to  Mr.  Carr,  it  seems  that  we  must 
: have  before  us  something  specihc. 
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It  is  very  difficult  to  deal  v itli  a oenerality  that  does  not  glitter  in 
condemning  anybody,  and  I am  sure  that  Mr.  Stevens  would  be  the 
first  to  say,  if  he  has  nothing  specific  to  oiler,  he  does  not  want  to 
condemn  him  with  a generality. 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  certainly  cori  ect,  ^Ir.  Chairman. 

Senator  Mundt.  I think  you  are  entitled  to  the  time  to  make  the 
reflections  that  you  have. 

I would  like  to  say  one  oth.er  thing.  I have  tried  my  best  to  get  from 
you  a detailed  segregation  of  the  im])roper  conduct,  both  of  Senator 
McCarthy  as  you  allege  it,  and  of  ]\Ir.  Cohn  as  you  allege  that,  broken 
down  in  both  instances  into  two  parts:  (1)  the  part  that  took  place 
from  the  standpoint  of  each  of  them  ])rior  to  the  induction  of  Private 
Schine  and,  (2)  the  part  that  took  place  afterward. 

I think  you  said  that  you  would  like  to  have  an  opportunity  to  re- 
fresh your  memory  on  that.  That  is  ])erfectly  O.  K.  with  the  Cdiair, 
and  1 would  request  that  yon  do  that  during  the  night  and  come  pre- 
pared in  the  morning  to  present  that  synopsis  and  segregation. 

Is  that  agreeable? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I will  try  very  hard  to  do  that.  Yes,  Mr. 
Chairman. 

Senator  iMuNor.  You  know  exactly  what  I am  trying  to  do. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Mundt.  So  we  can  have  before  us  in  one  place  the  specific 
charges  as  you  made  them  against  each  of  the  principals  involved  on 
the  otlier  side  of  this  controversy. 

Senator  Jackson.  IVIr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Jackson  ? 

Senator  Jackson.  A ]>oint  of  order.  1 understand  we  are  going  to 
have  a rollcall  vote  in  2 or  3 minutes.  I assume  that  we  are  going  to 
ad  journ  within  that  time,  inasmuch  as  it  is  about  4 : 30. 

Senator  Mundt.  Would  it  be  all  right  if  the  Chair  were  to  call  on 
his  ranking  colleague  just  to  keep  it  in  balance,  and  we  recess  after 
that  time  ? 

Senator  Jackson.  Yes,  certainly.  The  chairman  is  most  fair. 
Whatever  he  works  out  is  fine  with  me. 

Mr.  Chairman,  in  this  same  connection,  I do  hope  that  the  Army  will 
have  a statement  of  explanation  available  tomorrow  with  reference 
to  my  request  on  Fort  iMonmouth,  if  that  is  possible.  If  it  isn’t,  I 
am  not  going  to  be  unreasonable.  I do  think  it  is  so  material  to  this 
matter  before  the  committee  that  it  would  be  in  the  interest  of  the 
committee  getting  the  facts  to  have  that  information  available  to- 
morrow if  at  all  possible. 

Secretary  Stevens.  We  will  have  it.  Senator  Jackson. 

Senator  Mundt.  Very  well. 

Are  there  any  other  statements  that  the  Secretary  should  be  sup]')ly- 
ing  for  members  of  the  committee  so  that  we  will  try  to  get  through 
with  him,  if  we  can,  tomorrow?  Senator  McClellan? 

Senator  McClellan.  JNlr.  Secretary,  if  you  do  not  have  enough 
work  to  do  tonight,  I wish  you  would  get  up  for  me  and  for  the  com- 
•mittee  the  total  number  of  man-hours  that  have  been  consumed  in  this 
effort,  as  you  allege,  for  preferential  treatment  for  Mr.  Schine.  I 
am  serious  about  it. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I know  you  are,  Senator  McClellaiu 
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Senator  Mc(''m:i, I, AN.  I wasn't  joking.  I moan  it. 

Secretary  Stfaens.  1 am  serious  about  it,  too.  Jf  1 can  make  any 
estimate  of  that  situation. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Cliair  likes  to  see  peo])le  look  happy  and  stay 
serious.  I think  that  is  what  we  are  trying  to  do. 

Does  that  conclude  youi*  (juestions? 

"We  will  recess  until  10:  oO  tomorrow  morning. 

(Whei‘eu])on,  at  4:30  ]).  m.,  the  hearing  was  recessed  until  10:30 
a.  m.,  Wednesday,  April  28,  1054.) 
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' WEDNESDAY,  APRIL  28,  1954 

United  States  Senate, 

I'  Special  Sudcommutee  on  Investigations  of  the 

|l  C02^IMITTEE  ON  GOVERNMENT  OPERATIONS, 

1 W ashington^  1).  C. 

The  subcommittee  met  at  10:45  a.  m.,  pursuant  to  recess,  in  tlie 
1 caucus'  room  of  the  Senate  Oflice  Building,  Senator  Karl  E.  Alundt, 
I chairman,  presiding. 

i Present:  Senators  Karl  E.  Mundt,  Kepublican,  South  Dakota; 

I Everett  McKinley  Dirksen,  Republican,  Illinois;  Charles  E.  Potter, 
! Kepublican,  Michigan;  Henry  C.  Dworshak,  Kepublican,  Idaho;  John 
, L.  McClellan,  Democrat,  Arkansas;  Henry  M.  Jackson,  Democrat, 
(I  Washington;  and  Stuart  Symington,  Democrat,  Missouri, 
i Also  present:  Kay  H.  Jenkins,  chief  counsel  to  the  subcommittee; 

‘ Thomas  R.  Prewitt,  assistant  counsel;  aiid  Ruth  Y.  Watt,  chief  clei-k. 
Principal  participants:  Senator  Joseph  K.  IMcCarthy,  a United 
States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Wisconsin ; Roy  M.  Cohn,  chief  coun- 
sel to  the  subcommittee;  Francis  P.  Carr,  executive  director  of  the 
|l  subcommittee ; Hon.  Robert  T.  Stevens,  Secretary  of  the  Army ; John 
,G.  Adams,  counselor  to  the  Army;  H.  Struve  Hensel,  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  Defense;  Joseph  N.  IVelch,  special  counsel  for  the  Army; 
James  D.  St.  Clair,  special  counsel  for  the  Army;  and  Frederick  P. 
Bryan,  counsel  to  H.  Struve  Hensel,  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense. 
Senator  Mundt.  The  committee  will  come  to  order,  please. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman. 

I''  Senator  Mundt.  Do  you  have  a point  of  order? 

Senator  McCarthy.  Not  a point  of  order,  Mr.  Chairman,  but  I 
would  like  to  suggest  that  we  have  identified  all  of  the  generals  and 
I other  officers  here  and  know  why  they  are  here  because  I think  the 
committee  will  take  more  and  more  criticism  for  holding  up  the  work 
of  the  Army  by  this  investigation. 

Senator  Mundt.  That  is  not  a point  of  order  and  the  Chair  does 
not  propose  to  go  around  the  audience  identifying  our  guests  and  they 
have  a right  to  be  here  as  long  as  they  refrain  from  manifestations  of 
approval  or  disapproval. 

Senator  IMcCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  McCarthy? 
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Senator  McCarthy.  I do  think  that  regardless  of  whether  it  is  ai| 
point  of  order  or  not,  I don’t  think  it  is  a point  of  order  but  I do  think  i 
that  Ave  should  know  just  how  many  generals  and  colonels  are  ordered  i 
over  here  by  the  civilians  in  the  Pentagon ; why  they  are  here  and  not  ' 
doing  their  Avork  in  the  Army.  \ 

Senator  Mundt.  If  you  have  a question  to  ask  the  Secretary  along 
that  line,  Avhich  you  consider  relevant,  you  may  ask  it  on  your  OAvni; 
time. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I Avill  ask  that. 

Senator  Mundt.  I will  not  define  the  members  of  the  audience. 

We  left  off,  I believe,  Avith  Senator  McClellan  having  been  the  last  | 
member  of  the  committee  to  ask  questions,  and  so  next  in  line  for  10  , 
minutes,  if  he  cares  to  consume  it,  Avill  be  Senator  Dirksen  of  Illinois. 

TESTIMONY  OE  HON.  ROBEET  T.  STEVENS,  SECRETARY  OE  THE  j 

ARMY — Resumed  , , 

Senator  Dirksen.  For  the  moment,  Mr.  Chairman,  I waive  my  right  I 
to  ask  questions. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Jackson  of  Washington. ' I 

Senator  Jackson.  Just  a moment,  Mr.  Chairman.  I 

Mr.  Secretary,  at  the  last  hour  on  yesterday  when  I had  the  turn 
at  asking  questions,  I called  to  your  attention  the  fact  that  I believed 
that  it  Avas  important  that  the  basic  issues  in  this  controversy  be  re- 1 
solved,  pinpointed  so  that  we  could  get  a better  picture  of  the  specific  I 
areas  of  disagreement,  as  I understand  it  from  reading  the  charges 
and  the  countercharges,  statements  that  have  been  released  to  the! 
press  and  so  on. 

With  that  in  mind,  I wish  to  pursue  the  previous  line  of  questions 
and  once  again  I put  these  propositions  to  you  to  have  your  ansAver 
whether  in  your  opinion  they  are  true  or  false.  That  is  bearing  in 
mind  that  the  perjury  statutes  of  course,  have  application  if  these 
same  statements  that  have  been  made  publicly  are  repeated  under 
oath  by  the  same  parties,  it  Avould  appear  obvious  that  there  might 
be  a violation  of  Federal  statutes. 

The  first  question,  it  is  alleged  in  a memorandum  from  Frank  Carr 
to  Senator  McCarthy  dated  October  2,  1953,  that,  and  I quote : 

Mr.  Stevens  stated  that  he,  Mr.  Schine,  should  take  his  initial  basic  training 
and  that  he  should  complete  his  training  and  that  he,  Stevens,  vmuld  be  able 
to  use  Schine  to  his  OAvn  advantage  in  the  Army. 

He  stated  that  he  was — 

very  interested  in  any  question  of  Communists  or  Communist  infiltration,  and  that 
Dave  would  be  of  great  assistance  to  him  if  after  basic  he  could  attend  some 
special  type  of  school  in  the  Army  and  report  to  Stevens  his  observations  based 
on  his  experience  as  an  investigator  in  the  Communist  field. 

End  of  quotation. 

Did  you  ever  make  that  statement,  or  hear  anyone  in  the  Army  make 
that  statement ; if  as  far  as  you  are  concerned,  then,  is  that  allegatioin 
true  or  false?  j 

Secretary  Stea^ens.  Well,  Senator  Jackson,  first  of  all  I have  got  to  ' 
ansAver  this  one,  you  might  say,  in  tAvo  pieces. 

On  the  question  of  Avhether  or  not  I am  interested  in  communism 
or  Communist  infiltration;  of  course  I am  and  I have  done  and  will'' 
continue  to  do  everything  I can  in  opposition  to  that. 
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Now,  with  respect  to  the  balance  of  the  statement,  I stated  that 
Schine  would  have  to  complete  his  basic  training.  1 said  that  it  was 
conceivable  that  after  he  had  completed  his  basic  training  he  might 
qualify  for  a security  or  intelligence  school  and  if  he  did,  it  could 
further  be  conceivable  that  he  would  have  to  do  with  communism  or 
Communist  infiltration. 

I recall  having  made  some  general  observation  of  that  type. 

Senator  Jackson.  AVell,  let  me  put  another  proposition  to  you  in 
connection  with  the  quotation  from  this  quote  from  the  memorandum 
of  October  2,  and  see  if  there  is  any  conflict.  In  the  Army  report  on 
the  same  date,  and  this  is  your  Army  report,  it  is  stated  and  I quote — 
that  would  be  the  Army  list  of  the  original  Army  list  of  charges,  and 
refer  to  that  of  October  2.  Do  you  have  that  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes.^ 

Senator  Jackson.  Now,  in  that  report,  and  I quote : 

Mr.  Colm  stated  it  was  desirable  to  have  Mr.  Scliiiie  available  for  consulta- 
tion with  a staff  of  the  snhconiinittee  to  complete  certain  work.  The  Secretary 
did  not  agree  with  the  suggestions,  and  pointed  out  that  Mr.  Schine  should 
follow  the  same  iirocedures  for  assignment  as  any  other  private  in  the  Army. 

That  is  the  end  of  the  quote. 

I think  you  will  agree,  Mr.  Stevens,  there  is  a direct  conflict  be- 
tween these  two  memorandums  written  on  the  same  date.  In  the  sub- 
committee memorandum,  you  offered  a special  assignment;  I mean 
that  is  the  first  memorandum  that  I quoted  from,  and  it  is  alleged 
that  you  offered  a special  assignment  for  Private  Schine.  In  the 
Army  memorandum,  the  one  I just  read,  Mr.  (yohn  requested  a spe- 
cial assignment  for  Mr.  Schine,  and  you  flatly  turned  him  dowTi. 
Which  of  these  memorandums  is  true  and  which  is  false? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  in  the  Army  memorandums  there,  the  sit- 
uation was  that  Mr.  Cohn  wanted  ^Ir.  Schine  detailed  to  New  York 
City  without  any  training,  and  of  course  I turned  that  down.  I said 
that  he  would  have  to  take  his  basic  training.  I mentioned,  as  I 
did  before,  the  possibility  that  he  might  conceivably  apply  for  and 
be  accepted  by  a security  or  an  intelligence  school  later  on,  but  I cer- 
tainly made  no  commitment  with  respect  to  that,  either,  at  any  time. 

Senator  Jackson.  Well,  in  your  opinion,  is  the  Army  memorandum, 
the  last  one  I quoted  from,  true  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Y es,  sir. 

Senator  Jackson.  And  as  I understand  it,  then,  in  your  opinion 
the  memorandum  of  October  2 from  Frank  Carr  to  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy is  not  entirely  true  ? 
i Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Jackson.  You  agree  with  part  of  it  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I agree  with  part  of  it. 

Senator  Jackson.  Y/hat  part  do  you  disagree  with  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  I disagree 

Senator  Jackson.  You  can  refer  back  to  it  if  you  have  it  there 
before  you. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I disagree  with  the  inference  that  I stated  a 
month  before  Dave  Schine  was  in  the  Army  that  I had  any  idea  of 
what  his — that  I was  making  any  commitment  as  to  what  his  future 
course  in  the  Army  was  going  to  be,  because  his  future  course  in 
the  Army  was  going  to  depend  on  his  basic  training,  and  he  was  going 
to  take  the  same  as  any  other  boy  and  be  handled  in  the  same  wav. 
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I gathered  an  inference  in  this  memorandum  of  Mr.  Carr’s  that  is 
different  from  anything  that  I had  in  mind. 

Senator  Jackson.  The  next  question:  In  the  Army  report  of  Jan-  i 
uary  9, 1954,  if  you  will  find  that,  it  is  alleged  that  Mr.  Cohn  attempted 
to  get  Private  Schine  out  of  KP  on  Sunday,  the  10th  of  January. 
]\Ir.  Cohn  has  stated  on  Meet  the  Press  on  March  14,  in  answer  to  a 
question  by  Jack  Bell,  of  the  Associated  Press,  in  discussing  this  KP 
incident,  and  I quote : 

That  was  a Sunday,  and  there  had  been  an  aj^reement  in  advance  that  he 
could  use  that  day  to  work  on  this  report.  They  reneged  on  that  agreement, 
and  that  was  the  only  purpose  in  communicating  with  the  Army.  I just  want 
to  say  this,  if  I may.  At  no  time  did  1 or  anyone  else  on  the  committee  ever 
suggest  that  he  sliould  he  released  from  KP  or  any  other  unpleasant  duty  a 
draftee  had  to  go  through,  and  I don’t  wish  to  make  such  a request.  i 

End  of  the  quotation  by  Mr.  Cohn  in  response  to  a question  put  by 
Mr.  Jack  Bell  on  the  program.  Meet  the  Press,  on  March  14  of  this  year. 

First  let  me  ask  you  if  you  know  anything  about  that  agreement 
that  Mr.  Cohn  refers  to. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I have  heard  about  it,  although  with  respect 
to  the  KP  incidents,  I don’t  have  any  firsthand  knowledge  of  that, 
Senator  J ackson. 

Senator  Jackson.  Then  is  it  true  or  false,  as  far  as  you  know,  that 
Mr.  Cohn  ever  requested  Private  Schine  to  be  relieved  of  KP  ? 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Senator's  time  has  expired. 

You  may  answer  the  question. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Will  the  reporter  read  the  question,  please? 

(The  question  was  read  by  the  reporter.) 

Secretary  Stevens.  As  I said.  Senator  Jackson,  I do  not  have  knowl- 
edge of  that  first  hand.  I think  I know  the  answer  to  the  question. 

I am  not  sure  I could  testify  to  it,  Mr.  Chairman,  as  of  my  own 
personal  knowledge. 

Senator  Jackson.  General  Ryan  would  have  that  information? 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Potter.  : 

Senator  Potter.  Mr.  Secretary,  the  questions  I am  about  to  ask  j 
will  also  be  asked  of  Mr.  Adams  and  Mr.  Cohn. 

Referring  to  the  memorandum  dated  December  9,  1953,  from  Mr.  ^ 
Cohn  to  Senator  ^IcCarthy,  it  states,  and  I will  quote : 

John  Adams  said  today  tliiit,  following  up  the  idea  about  investigating  the 
Air  Force,  he  had  gotten  specific  knowledge  for  us  about  an  Air  Force  base 
where  there  were  a large  number  of  homosexuals.  He  said  that  he  would  trade 
us  that  information  if  we  would  tell  him  what  the  next  Army  project  was  that 
we  would  investigate. 

I ask  you  this  question,  ]\Ir.  Secretary:  Did  John  Adams  give  this 
information  to  you ; that  he  told  you  about  the  large  number  of  sex 
perverts  in  the  Air  Force  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Potter.  Did  Mr.  Adams  say  to  Mr.  Cohn  or  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy in  your  presence  anything  about  sex  perverts  or  subversives  ; 
of  any  kind  in  the  Air  Force? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Potter.  You  say  that  knowing  that  the  charge  has  been 
made 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 
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Senator  Poiter.  Not  only  witli  regard  to  Mr.  Adams  but  you  your- 
self, in  the  memorandum  of  Friday,  November  G,  1958,  vlien  they 
stated  that  you  asked,  and  I quote : 

Mr.  Stevens  asked  that  we  hold  np  oiir  public  hearings  on  the  Army.  He 
suggested  we  go  after  the  Navy,  Air  Force,  and  Defense  Department  instead. 
We  said  first  of  all  we  had  no  evidence  warranting  an  investigation  of  these 
other  departments.  Adams  said  not  to  worry  about  that,  because  there  was 
plenty  of  dirt  there,  and  they  would  furnish  us  the  leads — 

‘they”  meaning  the  Department  of  tlie  Army,  I suppose. 

Mr.  Stevens  thought  this  was  the  answer  to  his  problem. 

You  are  under  oath,  as  you  knowT  AVhat  is  your  answer  to  the 
question,  first  as  to  whetlier  you  heard  Mr.  Adams  make  that  sugges- 
tion to  Senator  JMcCarthy  and  ^Ir.  Cohn? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I did  not. 

Senator  iViTEK.  You  didn’t  hear  Mr.  Adams  make  that  suggestion? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Potter.  IVere  3’ou  there  all  during  the  meeting  that  took 
place  on  November  G? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Practically  the  whole  time. 

Senator  Potter.  What  is  your  answer  to  the  question  as  to  w hether 
you  made  any  suggestion  that  they  might  go  after  the  Department 
of  Defense  or  the  Navy  or  the  Air  F orce? 

Secretary  Stevens.  My  answer  to  that  is  that  it  is  unequivocally 
untrue. 

Senator  Potter.  Now,  ^Ir.  Secretary,  I wish  to  refer  to  the  memo- 
randum dated  January  14, 1954,  to  Senator  McCarthy  from  Mr.  Cohn. 
I would  like  to  refer  to  the  last  paragraph,  and  I wish  to  quote: 

Adams  said  this  was  the  last  cbaiice  for  me  to  arrange  that  law  partnership 
in  New  York  which  lie  wanted.  One  would  think  he  was  kidding,  but  his  per- 
sistence on  this  subject  makes  it  clear  he  is  serious,  lie  said  he  had  turned  down 
a job  in  industry  at  $17,o00  and  needed  a guaranty  of  $25,000  from  a law  firm. 

That  is  the  end  of  the  paragraph. 

The  question  I wish  to  ask,  Mr.  Secretary : Did  ^Ir.  Adams  contact 
you  at  any  time  suggesting  that  he  leave  Government  service  and 
secure  private  employment  or  go  into  private  law  practice? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Along  in  November,  I would  say.  Senator 
Potter,  ]\Ir.  Adams  did  tell  me  of  the  fact  that  he  had  a possible  ojDpor- 
tunity  to  go  into  business  in  Ne\v  York.  He  hadn’t  been  on  his  new 
job  in  the  Department  of  the  Army  very  long,  and  he  was  therefore 
somewhat  reluctant  to  give  it  any  serious  consideration,  but  he  brought 
it  to  me  and  we  talked  about  it.  He  told  me  at  that  time  that  if  he 
ever  did  leave  the  Government  service,  he  would  expect  to  go  into 
business.  In  other  words,  he  said  that  he  had  never  practiced  law,  and 
if  he  left  the  Government  he  would  take  a job  in  business  and  w’ould 
not  be  looking  around  for  a job  in  a law  firm. 

Senator  Potter.  Did  he  mention  to  you  that  he  had  discussed  this 
with  Mr.  Cohn  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes;  I think  he  mentioned  something — I don’t 
know  wdiether  it  was  then  or  some  other  time.  I think  he  mentioned 
at  some  time 

Senator  Potter.  Did  he  mention  to  you  that  Mr.  Cohn  was  to  aid 
him  in  securing  a position  in  industry,  in  business,  or  in  a law  part- 
nership ? 

46620“— 54— pt.  9 2 


342 


SPECIAL  INVESTIGATION 


Secretary  Stevens.  No  ; lie  did  not.  Wliat  I gathered  was  that  there 
was  a certain  amount  of,  shall  we  call  it,  banter  or  something  like  that, 
about  a law  business. 

Senator  Pottek.  And  this  so-called  banter  had  taken  place  in  your 
presence  ? 

Secretary  Stevens  No,  sir. 

Senator  Pottek.  Did  you  ever  hear  Mr.  Adams  suggest  to  Mr.  Cohn 
that  private  practice  would  be  looked  upon  with  favor  at  this  time? 

Secretary  Ste\T5ns.  I never  did. 

Senator  Potter.  Your  information,  then,  relates  to  the  information 
that  you  secured  from  Mr.  Adams,  is  that  correct? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Potter.  Mr.  Chairman,  I have  no  other  questions  at  this 
time.  However,  I would  like  to  make  one  comment;  that  in  my 
opinion  the  hearings  are  dragging  on  pretty  slowly,  and  at  the  rate  we 
are  going  now  we  will  not  be  out  of  here  until  Labor  Day.  It  is  my 
suggestion  that  unless  we  can  move  much  faster  we  have  night  sessions. 
I can  think  of  no  better  way  to  speed  up  the  hearing. 

Senator  Mundt.  I wish  you  could  think  of  a better  way. 

Senator  Symington.  Mr.  Chairman,  I have  no  questions  at  this  time. 
I would  like  to  comment,  however,  on  what  Senator  Potter  has  just 
said.  We  have  about  six  principals  here  and  a good  many  other 
witnesses.  They  are  being  added  to  as  additional  testimony  comes  in, 
pictures  and  problems.  It  looks  to  me  like  we  probably  will  be  here 
all  summer.  I would  hope  that  everybody  now  seems  to  understand 
the  position  of  Mr.  Stevens  and  the  position  of  those  opposing  him — 
I would  hope  that  the  chairman  and  counsel  would  keep  their  questions 
as  relevant  as  possible  and  make  it  possible  for  us  to  get  additional 
witnesses  on  the  stand  and  off  so  these  hearings  will  be  closed  at  the 
earliest  opportunity.  I completely  agree  with  the  comments  of  my 
colleague  from  Michigan. 

As  to  night  sessions,  anything  and  everything  that  will  expedite 
these  hearings  I would  be  for. 

That  is  all  I have  to  say  at  this  time,  Mr.  Chairman. 

(Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Dworshak. 

Senator  Dworshak.  No  questions,  Mr.  Chairman,  but  I want 

Senator  Mundt.  I hope  you  have  not  been  intimidated  by  our 
colleagues. 

Senator  Dworshak.  I am  concerned,  as  the  other  members  of  this 
subcommittee  that  the  hearings  be  expedited  as  much  as  possible  so  we 
can  go  on  to  other  important  business. 

Senator  Mundt.  Mr.  Welch. 

Mr.  Welch.  Nothing  at  the  moment. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  McCarthy  or  Mr.  Cohn  ? 

Senator  McCarthy.  First  may  I say  I heartily  endorse  Senator 
Potter’s  suggestion  of  having  night  sessions  so  that  we  can  get  through 
with  this  as  quickly  as  possible. 

Mr.  Stevens,  I note  we  have  a two-star  general  to  the  left  of  Mr. 
Hensel,  and  we  have  a full  colonel  behind  him,  and  we  have  other  full 
colonels  to  his  right,  and  we  have  got  a sizable  number  around  you. 
You  have  General  Young  and  General  Back  and  General  Reber,  and 
1 would  like  to  know  are  these  men  here  upon  your  orders  ? 

Secretary  Ste\tns.  They  are  here  in  case  they  may  be  needed,  in 
connection  with  getting  the  facts  in  this  case  out  before  this  committee. 


S P K C I AL  IN  E STIC  AT  I ON 


343 


Senator  McCUimiY.  I wonder  if  yon  wonld  do  this  for  me:  Have 
one  of  your  aides  give  ns  the  names  of  all  of  the  military  ])ersonnel, 
and  what  their  jobs  are  in  the  Pentagon,  and  why  they  are  here.  It 
looks  like  a great  waste  of  manpower  to  me  and  it  they  are  needed,  of 
course,  to  give  yon  information,  certainly  they  shoidd  be  here.  But 
rather  than  take  the  time  now  of  going  over  it  one  by  one,  could  you 
have  one  of  your  lawyei*s  make  a list  of  their  jobs  in  the  Pentagon  and 
their  job  here  today 

Secretary  S'I’evens.  Do  you  want  me  to  identify  the  officers?  I will 
be  glad  to  do  it  now. 

Senator  McCaktiiy.  I would  like  to  have  one  of  your  counsel  here 
give  me  a list. 

JNow,  going  on  to  the  next  question,  what  was  John  Adams’  job  with 
our  committee;  what  was  his  assignment? 

Secretary  Stevens.  John  Adams’  job  was  with  the  Department  of 
the  Army,  and  he  Avas  the  counselor  for  the  De])artment  of  the  Army. 

Senator  McCaethy.  And  what  was  he  assigned  to  do  with  our 
committee  ? 

Secretaiy  Stevens.  He  was  assigned  as  a liaison  between  the  Depart- 
nient  of  the  Army  and  your  committee. 

Senator  Mc^Caimuy.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Adams  that  you  would  like  to 
have  the  heai-ings  sns])ended  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I told  ^Ir.  Adams  I wanted  to  cooperate  with 
the  committee  to  the  limit  of  his  and  my  ability. 

Senator  McCaktiiy.  And  after  you  told  him,  did  you  tell  him  you 
wantefl  the  hearings  suspended? 

Secretary  Stevens.  1 never  remember  telling  ^Ir.  Adams  that. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Is  it  correct  that  you  did  want  the  hearings 
suspended? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Wo  have  covered  this  pretty  fully,  Senator 
McCarthy,  and  I will  be  glad  to  cover  it  again. 

Senator  McCarthy.  You  seem  to  cover  it  differently  each  day. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  think  it  is  diti'erent,  I am  very  clear 
about  it. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Did  you  Avant  the  hearings  suspended  or  did 
you  keep  it  a secret  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I Avanted  the  Army  to  have  the  right  to  take 
over  this  investigation  at  Fort  Monmouth,  and  run  it  doAvn,  and  to 
make  reports  to  you,  and  for  your  iiiA^estigation  to  continue  on. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Did  you  Avant  us  to  suspend  our  public 
hearings? 

Secretary  Steatns.  Senator,  I have  covered  this  so  much,  do  you 
Avant  me  to  keep  going  OA^er  it  again? 

Senator  ^IcCarthy.  I would  like  to  have  you  answer  this  question. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Senator,  I am  trying  to  the  limit  of  my  ability 
to  get  before  this  committee  the  truth,  and  I think  if  you  Avill  help  me 
to  do  that,  AAT  can  get  along  a little  faster.  But  I find  myself  begin- 
ning to  be  confused  the  way  you  ask  these  questions. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Well,  it  is  a pretty  simple  question. 

Secretary  Stevens.  And  I think  I have  testified  so  fully  on  the 
thing  that  it  is  all  a matter  of  record  right  noAV. 

Senator  McCarthy.  May  I say 

Secretary  Stevens.  I would  like  to  suggest  that  Ave  go  back  over 
the  record,  and  get  out  the  answers,  and  that  is  the  testimony. 


344 


SPECIAL  INVESTIGATION 


Mr.  Jenkins.  May  I make  a suggestion  ? 

Senator  McCarthy.  Not  on  my  time. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  The  question  seems  to  be  a direct  question,  with 
respect  to  a simple  matter,  and  we  will  save  time  if  the  Secretary, 
even  though  it  is  repetitious,  merely  answers  the  question,  and  then  | 
give  such  explanation  as  he  desires.  And  I merely  make  that  as  a 
suggestion  in  furtherance  of  the  plan  of  Senator  Potter  to  speed 
these  hearings. 

Senator  McCarthy.  An  excellent  suggestion. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I said  I have  testified. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Pardon  me.  I 

Secretary  Stevens.  I have  testified  as  I recall  it  that  I thought  that  ' 
the  Fort  Monmouth  hearings,  the  way  they  were  being  conducted,  ’ 
had  served  their  purpose  and  I would  like  to  have  the  Army  carry  I 
on  the  hearings  and  carry  on  the  investigation  and  make  the  reports  ! 
toyou. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Putting  it  in  other  words,  you  wanted  us  to 
quit  and  the  Army  do  the  job?  I 

Secretary  Stevens.  I would  like — not  have  your  investigation  quit, 
but  let  us  handle  the  business  of  running  down  the  cases  that  we  were  j 
in  the  process  of  running  down. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Secretary,  did  you  want  the  hearings  I 
suspended  ? i 

Secretary  Stevens.  Did  I want  them  suspended  ? 

Senator  McCarthy.  Yes. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I wanted  the  type  of  hearing  that  you  were 
conducting  suspended,  yes,  sir. 

Senator  McCarthy.  You  wanted  our  hearings  suspended,  did  you 
not? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I wanted  to  have  the  type  of  hearing  that  you 
were  conducting  suspended. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Now  you  say  the  type.  Did  you  want  us  to 
continue  holding  hearings  on  a different  type  of  hearing? 

Secretary  Stevens.  If  you  had  held  the  type  of  hearing  which 
would  have  given  the  American  people  and  the  people  in  the  United 
States  Army  a more  accurate  evaluation  of  what  the  situation  was 
at  Fort  Monmouth,  I would  have  had  no  objection  whatever. 

Senator  McCarthy.  But  you  did  want  the  hearings  we  were  hold- 
ing suspended.  Is  that  right  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Hearings  of  that  type,  yes. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Did  you  tell  Mr.  Adams  you  wanted  those 
hearings  suspended? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  recall  having  told  him  that. 

Senator  McCarthy.  You  kept  it  a secret  from  him  ? ] 

Secretary  Stevens.  I didn't  keep  anything  a secret  from  him,  as  i 
far  as  I know,  but  I don’t  recall  having  discussed  that  particular  i i 
point. 

Senator  McCarthy.  You  mean  to  say  you  never  talked  to  Mr. 
Adams  about  the  wisdom  of  getting  the  hearings  suspended,  or  a 
different  type  of  hearings  held  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I say  that  I don't  recall  specific  discussion  on  ' 
it.  It  was  my  idea  that  these  hearings  were  getting  out  of  hand,  I 
and  creating  a very  unfair  impression  in  the  minds  of  the  public, 
and  of  the  Army,  as  to  what  the  facts  were  at  Fort  Monmouth. 
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Senator  McCaijtiiy.  Did  3^011  discuss  tliat  witli  John  Adams,  Bob? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  I discussed  tliat  'svith  John  Adams. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Of  course,  you  did. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Of  course. 

Senator  McCarthy.  And  one  of  his  jobs  was  to  try  to  get  the  hear- 
ings suspended,  is  that  correct  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  I would  not  say  that  was  correct.  I would 
say  our  collective  job  was  to  handle  the  Arm^^’s  coo]ieration  with  the 
committee  in  the  best  way  we  possibly  could,  but  that  we  also  had  a 
responsibility  to  make  sure  that  the  news  that  went  out  to  the  public 
bore  some  real  good  relationship  to  the  facts. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Secretary,  just  so  that  ^mu  will  be  aware 
of  what  you  previously  testified  to,  may  I say  that  it  appears  now 
that  the  testimony  is  going  to  be  so  diametrically  opposite  that  I 
think  this  commitee  will  have  no  choice  but  to  submit  this  entire 
record  to  the  Justice  De])artment,  having  all  witnesses  keep  that  in 
mind,  and  somebody  either  has  been  or  will  be  guilty  of  perjury;  and 
it  is  not  up  for  me  to  decide  who.  Just  so  that  you  will  be  aware 
of  your  previous  testimony,  page  442  of  the  record,  Mr.  Jenkins’ 
question — did  you  have  something  to  say — Mr.  Jenkins’  question: 


Then  what  you  are  saying  is  that  you  did  not  ask  the  Senator  to  stop  his  investi- 
! gation  of  Fort  IMorimoiith,  hut  merely  to  suspend  it  and  give  you  a chance  to 
carry  on.  And  then  if  you  failed,  to  take  over  again;  is  that  correct? 

Answer ; “That  is  correct.” 

Is  that  your  testimony  today  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Senator  McCarthy,  I think  you  know  what  mv 
testimony  is.  I have  been  over  it  and  over  it  and  over  it. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Well,  let  me  put  the  question  ery  simply: 
i Did  you  ask  me  to  suspend  the  hearings  of  Communist  infiltration  at 
I the  radar  laboratories  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Senator  McCarthy,  I have  been  over  it  and  over 
: it. 


Senator  McCarthy.  Just  tell  me. 

Secretary  Stevens.  If  this  committee  wants,  I will  continue  to  go 
I ' over  it. 

t ! Senator  McCarthy.  J ust  tell  me  why,  yes  or  no. 
i Secretary  Stevens.  I said  I thought  the  type  of  hearing  you  were 
holding  had  served  its  pur])ose,  and  that  the  Army  should  have  the 
right  to  carry  on  and  run  these  things  down  themselves,  and  make 
progress  reports  to  you,  and  that  your  investigation  should  not  be 
i suspended,  and  that  we  would  do  the  job  to  the  best  of  our  ability. 
Senator  McCarthy.  Have  you  made  any  pi  ogress  rejiorts  since 
the  hearings  of  Communist  infiltration  were  suspended  ? 
j Secretary  Stevens.  I think  we  have  been  in  close  touch  with  your 
j committee  at  all  times. 

I Senator  McCarthy.  Have  you  made  any  progress  reports  to  me  ? 

: Secretary  Stevens.  When  ? 

Senator  McCarth  y.  Since  the  hearings  were  suspended. 

Secretary  Stevens.  What  date  are  you  talking  about  ? 

Senator  McCarthy.  Any  time,  any  day. 
i Secretary  Stevens.  I think  we  have  been  in  close  touch.  John 
I Adams  has  been  in  close  touch  with  your  staff  right  straight  alongj 
i and  the  record  will  bear  that  out. 
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Senator  McCarthy.  The  question  is:  Have  you  made  a progress 
report  ? In  other  words,  have  you  told  us  how  many  people  you  have  , 
suspended,  since  we  suspended  the  hearings  ? ^ 

Secretary  Stevens.  I have  testified  to  that  in  public.  I 

Senator  McCarthy.  In  other  words,  the  only  progress  report  youii 
gave  was  the  progress  report  on  Mr.  Jenkins’  cross-examination;  is  ] 
that  right  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I wouldn’t  say  that  is  the  only  progress  report. 
Senator  McCarthy.  Have  you  given  us  this  progress  report  that  | 
you  are  talking  about  ? ^ 

Secretary  Stevens.  Senator  McCarthy,  I didn’t  give  you  progress  j 
reports  personally,  but  I knew  that  John  Adams  was  in  close  touch  ij  1 
with  your  staff,  and  any  information  that  was  available,  that  you  li  ( 
wanted,  that  we  could  properly  give,  would  be  supplied.  i ] 

Senator  McCarthy.  Maybe  you  can  give  us  a progress  report,  then,  j 
today.  Since  the  hearings  have  been  suspended,  how  many  se-  t 
curity  risks  have  you  suspended  from  the  radar  laboratories,  if  any?' 
Secretary  Stevens.  I will  have  to  check  that.  Senator  McCarthy.,: 
Senator  McCarthy.  How  long  will  it  take  you  to  check  that? 
Secretary  Stevens.  I think  that  we  have  got  the  information  avail-  • j 
able  here,  with  one  of  our  people.  J 

Mr.  Welch.  Mr.  Chairman,  Senator  Jackson  asked  for  that  infor-- 
mation,  and  we  are  making  it  available  as  swiftly  as  possible.  t 
Senator  Mundt.  The  testimony,  when  it  comes,  will  be  read  into 
the  record  by  Mr.  Stevens  under  oath.  If  he  has  it  now,  fine;  and  r 
if  not,  when  will  you  have  it  ? 

Mr.  Welch.  I am  under  the  impression  it  can  be  furnished  to  the  ( 
committee  at  this  moment;  am  I correct  in  that,  Mr.  St.  Clair?  i 

Senator  Jackson.  Mr.  Chairman s 

Senator  McCarthy.  Just  a moment. 

Senator  Jackson.  A point  of  order.  t 

Senator  McCarthy.  It  is  taking  up  my  time.  1 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  J ackson  has  a point  of  order.  All  points 
of  order,  may  I suggest  to  the  timekeeper,  should  be  done  while  time  i 
is  out. 

Senator  Jackson.  Mr.  Chairman,  a point  of  order  that  I wish 
to  make  is  that  inasmuch  as  I had  requested,  as  of  yesterday,  that 
the  Army  submit  to  the  committee  a report  as  to  the  exact  situation 
with  reference  to  the  suspensions  at  Fort  ^lonmouth,  that  at  the 
conclusion  of  the  interrogation  of  Mr.  Stevens  by  Senator  McCar- 
thy, I believe  it  appropriate,  if  the  report  is  not  too  lengthy,  that  it 
be  read  into  the  record  at  the  conclusion  of  the  interrogation. 

Senator  Mundt.  That  should  be  satisfactory  to  you.  Senator  ^Ic-  ■ 
Carthy,  because  it  will  not  then  come  out  of  your  time. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Very  good. 

Is  that  progress  report  ready  now,  Mr.  Secretary  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  We  have  the  report  that  Senator  Jackson  asked  i 
for  here. 

Senator  ^IcCarthy.  How  about  the  one  I asked  for?  How  many 
people  have  you  suspended  since  our  investigation  into  Communist : 
infiltration  at  the  radar  laboratories?  You  suspended  35  while  that : 
investigation  was  in  progress.  I wonder  if  that  is  all  you  have  ^ 
suspended.  I 
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Secretary  Stevens.  I think  I testified  the  other  day,  Senator,  that 
we  suspended  G i)rior  to  October  8,  which  was  the  former  date  of 
the  opening  of  your  executive  committee  hearing,  and  29  thereafter. 
Is  tliat  wliat  you  wanted,  sir,  29  thereafter  ? 

Senator  McCarthy.  Let’s  get  tlie  dates  correct,  Bob,  if  we  may. 
The  date  of  the  first  hearing  was  when.  Boy  ? 

]Mr.  CoiiN.  August31. 

Senator  McCarthy.  August  ?A.  The  investigation  started  long 
before  that.  Is  it  not  coi-rect  that  you  had  sus])ended  no  one  until 
we  commenced  the  investigation  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  1 would  have  to  check  that  up  and  find  out. 
As  I say,  my  understanding  of  when  your  hearings  started  was  on 
October  8,  aithongh  I know  that  you  had  work  going  on  before  that. 
1 do  not  know  when  it  started. 

Senator  McCarthy.  The  question,  l\Ir.  Secretary,  is  how  many  did 
you  suspend 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Senator’s  time  has  expired. 

Senator  Mc'CAiri  iiY.  I am  sorry. 

Senator  Mundt.  We  revert  back  to  counsel.  I think  we  agreed  that 
you  might  have  a statement  to  read  at  tliis  time  in  response  to  Mr. 
Jackson’s  question  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Would  you  like  to  go  first,  sir,  or  shall  I read 
this? 

Mr.  Jenkins.  It  does  not  make  a bit  of  difference  to  me,  ]\Ir.  Sec- 
retary. Suit  your  own  convenience. 

Senator  MuNirr.  You  may  read  it  now,  and  so  that  we  may  know 
clearly  what  is  before  us,  will  either  Senator  Jackson  restate  the 
request  or  could  the  reporter  read  it  or  could  Mr.  Stevens  read  it 
so  we  know^  exactly  what  is  being  resjionded  to  at  this  time  ? 

Senator  JMgCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman,  just  a question.  I would  like 
to  know  how  many  Senators  have  this  re])ort.  If  only  Mr.  Jackson 
has  it,  and  when  he  got  it.  I would  like  to  have  a copy  of  it. 

Senator  Mundt.  I believe  the  report  was  prepared  last  night,  and 
: it  is  to  be  read  to  the  committee. 

Senator  Jackson.  Mr.  Chairman,  I just  received  a copy  of  it  about 
3 minutes  ago  because  I requested  it.  Inasmuch  as  I had  requested 
it  as  such  yesterday  and  it  had  been  understood  it  would  be  made 
available  at  this  hearing,  I think  it  ought  to  be  read  in  the  record. 
1 assume  that  the  Department  of  the  Army  may  have  extra  copies. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman 

, Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  is  simply  endeavoring  to  find  out  now 
exactly  what  this  report  is  being  read  for — in  response  to  what? 

Mr.  Jackson.  I wish  to  correct  my  previous  statement.  I receiv.ed 
j this  from  the  committee  staff,  and  the  committee  staff  has  informed  me 
they  received  it  from  Colonel  BeLieu. 

!|  Senator  Mundt.  This  morning  ? 

j Senator  Jackson.  This  morning.  I received  it  within  5 minutes. 

' Senator  Mundt.  Mr.  Stevens,  will  you  tell  us,'  as  you  begin,  the 
nature  of  it  and  the  purpose  of  it,  in  response  to  what  question  ? We 
j want  to  know  what  the  question  was. 

Secretary  Stevens.  The  heading  of  this  is  “Fort  Monmouth  Cases.” 
! Senator  Mundt.  You  may  read  it,  and  then  we  will  interrogate 
: from  there. 

' Senator  Jackson.  May  I read  the  question  that  I asked? 
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Senator  Mundt.  Yes,  I think  it  would  be  well  if  we  knew  exactly  the 
reason  for  the  question. 

Senator  Jackson.  Let  me  read  the  question  from  the  record  of 
yesterday  that  I put  to  Mr.  Stevens. 

Senator  Mundt.  That  will  be  helpful. 

Senator  Jackson.  Which  is  upon  the  reports  that  he  is  about  to 
read.  This  is  on  page  582. 

Senator  Jackson.  I wonoer  this,  Mr.  Stevens:  Would  you  be  good  enough  to 
give  to  the  committee  a statement  without  reference  to  the  individuals’  names, 
the  general  nature  of  the  allegations  against  them,  and  a summary  of  the  action 
taken  to  date  by  the  Army — for  example,  whether  any  of  them  have  been  rein- 
stated, whether  some  of  them  have  been  fired,  how  long  it  will  be  before  there 
is  a determination. 

I make  this  request  of  you,  Mr.  Stevens,  because  this  matter  has  been  kicked 
around  in  the  newspapers,  it  ha.,  been  discussed  here  in  the  committee ; the 
American  people,  I think,  are  pretty  confused.  No  one  knows  the  true  nature  of 
the  situation  with  reference  to  these  thirty-five  people. 

I do  believe  that  it  would  be  helpful  if  the  Army  could  submit  a statement 
outlining  the  present  status  of  the  Fort  Monmouth  situation  as  to  the  suspended 
personnel  for  the  open  hearing.  I think  it  might  be  well  to  give  to  the  counsel 
of  the  committee  also  a classified  statement  which  could  not  be  released,  but 
only  for  their  guidance  and  for  information,  if  such  were  necessary,  because  of 
classified  material. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Senator,  we  would  like  to  submit  anything  that  you  want 
and,  within  the  limits  of  the  Presidential  directives  that  apply,  we  will  do  so. 

I think  that  is  it. 

Senator  Mundt.  This,  then,  is  the  unclassified  statement? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman,  as  a matter  of  following  the 
regular  procedure,  I would  think  that  in  view  of  the  fact  that  this 
is  a question  by  Mr.  Jackson,  it  should  wait  until  his  time  comes 
around.  I am  so  low  here  on  the  totem  pole,  it  takes  so  long  to  get  my 
10  minutes,  I do  not  think  we  should 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  suggests  to  counsel  that  he  propound 
the  question  on  his  unlimited  time,  and  then  it  will  not  deprive 
anybody  of  time. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Stevens,  by  way  of  further  cross  examination,  you 
have  testified,  as  we  understand  it,  that  you  retained  Mr.  Adams  as  of 
approximately  October  1. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  And  you  assigned  him  to  the  special  duties  that  would 
ordinarily  devolve  upon  a liaison  officer  between  you  and  the  com- 
mittee? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir.  Pie  was  Department  counselor,  Mr. 
Jenkins,  and  that  was  one  of  his  jobs.  Pie  had  other  jobs,  of  course. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  That  was  one  of  his  principal  jobs,  as  we  understand 
it,  Mr.  Secretary. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir, 

]\Ir.  Jenkins.  At  that  time  you  had  known  for  approximately  1 
month  that  the  McCarthy  committee  was  investigating  the  infiltra- 
tion of  Communists  and  subversives  in  the  First  Army  area,  including 
Fort  IMonmouth,  had  you  not  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  And  as  of  the  date  of  your  retention  of  Mr.  Adams 
you,  as  I understand  your  testimony,  had  made  overtures  to  the  Mc- 
Carthy committee  to  suspend  their  investigations  and  not  to  conduct 
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1 any  hearings,  and  to  allow  the  Army  to  carry  on  that  work;  is  that 
correct  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Did  yon  say  before  Mr.  Adams  came  with  me  ? 
]\Ir.  Jenkins.  I say  that — my  question  is  this:  Please  state  whether 
I or  not  as  of  October  1,  tlie  date  of  your  retention  of  IMr.  Adams  as 
. counsel,  you  had  known  that  the  McCarthy  committee  was  investigat- 

Iing  the  infiltration  of  Communists  and  subversives  as  had  security 
risks  in  the  First  Army  area,  including  Fort  Monmouth?  Is  that 
_ co'^rect? 

* Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  had  discussed  that  situation  with  Senator  i\lc- 
I Carthy  and  his  staff,  had  you  not,  Mr.  Secretary  ? 

^ Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  On  several  occasions  prior  to  October  1,  the  date  of 
i,  Adams’ retention? 

[ Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  As  I understand  your  testimony,  you  had  as  of  Octo- 

iher  1,  that  is,  prior  to  October  1,  made  overtures  to  the  McCarthy 
committee  to  suspend  that  investigation  and  to  allow  you  to  do  it? 
Secretary  Stevens.  No  sir. 

IMr.  Jenkins.  You  had  not? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir. 

I ]Mr.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Secretary,  did  you  as  of  October  1 want  that  in- 
I vestigation  by  the  McCarthy  Committee  sus])ended? 

' Secretary  Stevens.  Actually,  IMr.  Jenkins,  the  Fort  Monmouth  in- 
}|l  vestigation,  so  far  as  1 am  concerned,  started  on  the  8th  of  October, 
1 and  I knew  relatively  little  about  it,  if  anything,  as  of  October  1. 
j ]Mr.  Jenkins.  But,  as  1 understand  it,  you  learned  in  Montana  from 
a news])aper  account  that  Senator  McCarthy  was  investigating  three 
I security  risks  in  tlie  First  Army  area;  is  that  correct? 

1 Secretary  Stevens.  But  not  at  Fort  Monmouth,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  All  right.  Is  Fort  Monmouth  included  in  the  First 
Army  area  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Then  if  he  was  investigating  the  subject,  infiltration 
of  bad  security  risks  in  the  First  Army  area,  that  would  include  Fort 
Monmouth;  would  it  not  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  it  would. 

]Mr.  Jenkins.  And  you  knew  in  Montana  that  he  had  three  men 
under  investigation  in  the  First  Army  area;  did  you  not? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Two  men  and  one  woman. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Very  well.  Three  persons.  You  did  come  back  and 
you  did  initiate  a conference  with  Senator  McCarthy  and  you  did  dis- 
cuss his  alleged — his  activities  in  the  investigation  of  those  three  per- 
sons; did  you  not? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I came  back,  Mr.  Jenkins,  to  get  information 
about  what  the  trouble  was,  and  tried  to  get  to  work  on  it  with  him. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Did  you  do  what  I asked  of  you,  Mr.  Secretary  ? Did 
you  do  that?  You  understand  the  question.  If  you  don’t,  I will  re- 
peat it : Did  you  discuss,  when  you  came  back  from  Montana,  with 
Senator  McCarthy  or  any  member  of  his  staff,  these  three  persons 
about  whom  you  had  read  in  Montana  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  I did. 

46G20“— 54— pt.  9 3 
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Mr.  Jenkins.  Very  well.  Did  you  at  that  time  suggest  to  Senator 
McCarthy  that  you  had  an  agency  equipped  to  investigate  them  and 
that  you  would  take  the  matter  in  hand  yourself  and  conduct  an  inves- 
tigation of  those  three  persons  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Of  course,  I told  him  we  would  investigate  it, 
but  I didn’t  say  anything  about  his  not  investigating  them,  either, 

Mr.  Jenkins.  But  you  told  him  you  would  do  so? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Oh,  sure.  You  bet  you. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  said  nothing  about  his  washing  his  hands,  so  to 
speak,  of  that  work  and  allowing  you  to  carry  it  on? 

Secretary  Stevens.  This  was  the  first  contact  I had  with  him. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  We  understand.  At  any  time  between  that  first  con- 
tact about  the  7th  or  8th  of  October,  and  the  date  of  retention  of 
Adams,  did  you  talk  to  Senator  McCarthy  on  other  occasions? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  That  is,  that  3-week  period? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Tliat  is  right. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  About  the  investigation  of  the  First  Army  area? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes. 

iMr.  Jenkins.  Did  you  at  any  time  during  that  period  suggest  or 
intimate  that  you  were  perfectly  capable  and  equipped  to  carry  it  on 
and  would  he  please  step  out  of  the  picture  and  allow  you  to  do  it? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir.  I always  suggested  that  we  were  well 
equipped  to  carry  it  on,  but  I never  suggested  his  stepping  out  of  the 
picture. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Did  you  want  him  to  step  out  of  the  picture  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No. 

Mr.  J ENKiNS.  And  allow  you  to  do  that  work  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  The  problem  arose  over  the  Fort  Monmouth 
investigation,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  appreciated  the  fact  that  his  work  in  investigat- 
ing the  First  Army  area,  including  Fort  Monmouth,  was  somewhat 
a duplication  of  your  work,  did  you  not,  Mr.  Secretary  ? Is  that  right  ? 

Senator  Mundt.  May  the  Chair  request,  very  firmly  this  time,  that 
the  photographers  abide  by  the  committee  rule  to  take  any  pictures 
they  are  going  to  take  in  a kneeling  position  or  sitting  down.  There 
are  a great  many  complaints  from  the  television  audience  and  from 
the  television  people  that  all  the  cameras  are  getting  are  the  backs 
and  the  backs  of  the  heads  of  a lot  of  agitated  photographers. 

May  the  Chair  say  that  last  night  for  a while,  for  the  first  time,  he 
had  a chance  to  see  ])art  of  the  television  playback,  and  I want  to 
confirm  the  legitimacy  of  those  complaints.  I looked  at  the  backs  of 
a lot  of  heads. 

We  will  just  have  to  ask  those  photographers  sitting  in  front  of  the 
witness  to  remain  seated  when  they  take  their  pictures. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Unfortunately,  due  to  the  fact  of  all  the  pic- 
tures, I missed  that  question,  Mr.  Jenldns. 

Senator  Mundt.  We  will  ask  Mr.  Jenkins  to  repeat  it. 

I simply  wanted  to  be  sure  this  time  that  our  photographer  friends 
complied  with  the  ruling. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Did  you  feel  that  the  investigation  of  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy of  the  First  Army  area  was  a duplication  of  your  work  or  an 
infringement  upon  it,  to  any  extent  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  I didn’t  feel  that  way  about  it. 
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Mr.  Jenkins.  8o  as  of  ()ctol)er  ],  tlie  date  of  the  retention  of  Mr. 
Adams,  yon  had  never  requested  a suspension  of  either  an  investiga- 
tion or  a hearing  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  As  far  as  I know,  I never  had. 

Mr.  Ji  ']NKiNS.  Wliat  is  your — now,  Mr.  Stevens,  you  say — as  far  as 
you  know.  Can  you  ^ive  this  coinmittee  a direct  answer  to  tliat 
question  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I think  I can  assure  tliis  committee  that  I did 
not  do  that. 

^Ir.  Jenkins.  Well,  now,  as  I understand  you  a little  while  a^o, 
your  answer  was  positive,  and  it  was  in  the  negative,  and  now  are 
you  saying  that  it  is  your  best  recollection  that  you  had  not  done  it; 
or  are  you  saying  that  you  don’t  remember? 

Secretary  Stevens.  1 am  saying  that  I just  don’t  think  I did  any 
such  tiling,  Mr.  Jenkins. 

]\Ir.  Jenkins.  You  just  don’t  think  you  did  any  such  thino-  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Well,  Mr.  Secretary,  when  did  you  first  ask  either 
Senator  McCarthy,  or  any  member  of  his  stall,  to  ])lease  suspend  the 
operations,  their  0})erations,  in  the  investigation  of  Fort  Monmouth 
or  the  First  Army  area;  and  when  was  your  first  request  made? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  think  that  1 ever  did  exactly  do  that. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  say  now,  this  morning,  that  you  never  did  re- 
quest a suspension  of  the  McCarthy  investigations? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Never  requested  a suspension  of  the  investi- 
gation, that  is  correct. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  IVIaybe  I misunderstood  you  heretofore,  Mr.  Secre- 
tary, and  I am  net  going  into  details,  and  I am  not  going  to  read  the 
record,  because  the  committee  will  remember  what  your  testimony  is 
and  I could  be  in  error  about  it. 

Very  well,  Mr.  Adams  did  come  to  you  and  was  on  your  staff  as 
of  October  1 ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  And  one  of  his  duties  was  to  establish  a better  rela- 
tionship between  you  and  the  committee,  wasn’t  it? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir,  I think  that  I had  a fine  relationship 
with  the  committee.  Mr.  Adams’  job  was  to  help  me  maintain  it 
and  carry  it  on. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Well,  if  yoiir  relationship  with  the  committee  as  of 
October  1 was  fine,  and  had  not  deteriorated,  and  you  had  no  com- 
plaints, then  why  was  there  any  necessity  to  bring  in  another  man  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Mr.  Jenkins,  the  answer  to  that  one  is  that  as 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  I have  a terrific  number  of  duties  and 
responsibilities. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  I appreciate  that  fact,  of  course. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Which  extend  worldwide  to  the  largest  depart- 
ment the  United  States  Government  has,  and  it  is  a terrific  task  to 
carry. 

The  liaison  work  with  the  committee  was  naturally  a time-consum- 
ing one,  and  I had  carried  it  from  its  inception  from  the  8th  of 
September  through  the  month  of  September,  and  when  Mr.  Adams 
came  I had  to  relieve  myself  of  that  in  order  to  carry  on  the  other 
parts  of  my  job. 
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Mr.  Jenkins.  Now,  Mr.  Secretary,  you  were  asked,  and  I think  I 
remember  your  answer,  whether  or  not  when  Mr.  Adams  came  to 
you  on  October  1 you  specifically  asked  him  to  use  his  offices  with  the 
McCarthy  committee  to  brino-  about  a cessation  or  a suspension. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I did  not  do  that. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  That  is  your  answer  now,  and  as  I recall  your  answer 
heretofore  has  been  that  you  had  no  recollection  of  it  and  didn’t  re- 
member. Now  your  memory  has  been  refreshed  after  meditating  over 
the  question,  and  you  say  now  definitely  and  positively  that  you  did 
not  ask  Mr.  Adams  to  do  that  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Is  that  correct  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Secretary,  what  in  your  opinion  is  the  meaning 
of  espionage  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Spying. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Is  there  a distinction  betw^een  a spy  and  a subversive, 
a bad  security  risk  ? There  is,  is  there  not  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  In  your  press  release,  I believe  of  November  13,  is 
that  correct  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  correct.  * 

Mr.  Jenkins.  From  th-^  Pentagon? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  stated  to  the  press  that  there  was  no  current 
espionage  in  the  Army. 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Is  that  correct? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I had  no  evidence  of  any  current  espionage  at 
Fort  Monmouth,  that  is  right. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Was  that  your  statement? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  made  no  statement  at  that  time  or  at  any  other 
time  with  respect  to  whether  or  not  there  were  bad  security  risks  in 
the  Army;  is  that  correct?  And  particularly  at  Fort  Monmouth? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  know  whether  I ever  made  any  public 
statement.  I know  that 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Do  you  know  wdiether  or  not  on  November  13  you 
made  any  reference  to  subversives  or  bad  security  risks? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  the  whole  question  of  Fort  Monmouth  and 
espionage,  and  security  risks,  that  was  all  pretty  fully  covered,  Mr. 
Jenkins,  in  that  press  conference. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  I understand  that,  but  heretofore  your  testimony  has 
been  confined  exclusively  to  spies,  espionage. 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Now,  did  you  go  further  at  that  press  conference  of 
November  13,  and  say  that  there  was  not  only  no  espionage  at  Fort 
Monmouth,  but  that  there  Avere  no  subversives  or  doubtful  or  poor 
security  risks  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir, 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  did  not  go  that  far? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir,  I didn’t  go  that  far. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Very  well.  You  understood — strike  the  question 
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Mr.  Secretary,  is  it  not  your  opinion  tliat  the  investigation,  tlio 
detection,  the  ap])reliension,  tlie  ex])osiire,  tlie  explusion  of  subversives, 
I poor  security  risks,  is  quite  important  as  well  as  the  detection  of  spies? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Oh,  extremely  important;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  And  you  have  always  so  regarded  it,  and  so  regard 
, it  now  ? 

I Secretary  Stevens.  From  my  first  day  in  office,  sir. 

I Mr.  Jenkins.  Yes,  sir.  As  of  October  1, 1953,  how  many  subversives 
1 or  poor  security  risks  have  been  dismissed  from  the  Army,  and  ])ar- 
i ticularly  Fort  Monmouth,  as  a result  of  the  efforts  of  the  Army  exclu- 
' sive  of  any  supplemental  or  additional  work  done  by  the  ^IcCarthy 
: committee? 

' Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  I just  don’t  have  that  information. 

1 Mr.  Jenkins.  You  don’t  have  that  information? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Not  in  my  head.  And  I think  perhaps  this 
report  on  Fort  Monmouth  cases,  which  I will  read,  whenever  you 
want  me  to,  sir,  may  give  some  light  on  that  question. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Now’,  as  we  understand  it,  there  w’ere  35  suspensions  in 
' all,  is  that  correct? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Do  you  know  how  many  suspensions  resulted  ex- 
clusively, during  the  fall  or  early  w inter  of  1953,  resulted  exclusively 
I from  the  investigations  and  w’ork  of  the  McCarthy  committee? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir,  I don’t. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Were  there  any? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I testified,  and — is  this  thing  wmrking  all  right? 

Mr.  Jenkins.  I hear  you ; 1 am  sure  the  committee  does. 

Secretary  Stovens.  I testified  that  with  respect  to  certain  cases 
I there,  that  I w^as  sure  that  the  McCarthy  committee  had  expedited  the 
I handling  of  those  cases  by  the  Army  to  a certain  extent. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  As  I understand  it,  you  made  that  in  your  w’ritten 
statement  which  you  read  to  the  committee,  and  you  further  testified 
to  that. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I testified  to  it;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Now,  Mr.  Secretary,  it  is  essential  to  the  national 
security  and  safety  that  subversives  and  bad  risks  be  taken  out  of  an 
important  area  such  as  Forth  Monmouth,  isn’t  it? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  And  to  the  extent  that  Senator  McCarthy  and  his  staff 
expedited  the  suspension  of  that  class  of  persons,  his  committee 
rendered  a valuable  service  to  the  Nation,  did  it  not? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  And  you  have  no  thought  or  intention  of  minimizing 
the  importance  of  that  w’ork? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I do  not. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  The  character  of  the  work  is  such  that  time  is  of  the 
very  essence;  that  is  correct,  isn’t  it? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Was  it  before  all  of  these  35  suspensions  were  effectu- 
ated that  you  sought  to  obtain  a suspension  of  the  McCarthy  work  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  May  I have  that  read,  please  ? 

(The  question  W’as  read  by  the  reporter.) 

Secretary  Stevens.  As  I say,  I never  attempted  to  get  a suspension 
of  the  investigation.  I did  want  the  type  of  hearing  that  was  being 
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held  suspended  or  changed.  Most  of  those  suspensions,  Mr.  Jenkins, 
took  place  during  the  months  of  October  and  November,  as  I recall. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  In  short,  there  were  suspensions  as  a result  of  the 
committee’s  work  after  you  had  sought  to  bring  about  suspensions  of 
the  investigations  in  the  area  ? 

Secretary  Ste\^ns.  I don’t  know  that  I can  answer  that. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  cannot  answer  that? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Secretary,  passing  from  that  and  getting  back 
momentarily  to  G.  David  Schine  who  was  inducted  into  the  Army,  | 

as  we  understand,  on  November  3 | 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  And  who,  I believe,  you  say  was  not  in  uniform  and 
not  on  the  post  until  November  10. 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  And  about  whom  you  say  you  have  no  recollection  \ 
now  with  reference  to  whether  or  not  you  invited  him  to  the  Pentagon  ^ 
with  Senator  McCarthy,  Roy  Cohn,  and  others  on  November  6.  I 

Secretary  Stevens.  I think  those  arrangement  were  probably  made  ! 
by  my  staff,  Mr.  Jenkins. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Would  your  staff  have  invited  a then  private  in  the 
United  States  Army  to  attend  a luncheon  given  by  you  in  the  Pentagon 
unless  you  had  so  directed  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  We  would  have  been  glad  to  have  anybody  from 
the  staff  over  there,  including  Schine,  if  he  were  there  on  committee 
business. 

]\Ir.  Jenkins.  After  November  10,  the  date  he  reported  for  active 
duty,  did  it  come  to  your  attention,  Mr.  Secretary,  that  this  private  in 
the  Army  was  getting  special  preferential  treatment  at  Fort  Dix? 
Secreary  Stevens.  It  did  thereafter,  yes. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Did  it  come  to  your  attention  that  he  was  not  doing 
his  proper  quota  of  KP  duty  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Not  for  a long,  long  time. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  But  it  did  come  to  your  attention  during  his  period 
of  training  there  that  that  was  occurring? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I do  not  know  whether  I had  the  information 
about  the  KP  during  the  period  he  was  there  or  not.  I do  not  think 
I did. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Did  it  come  to  your  attention  that  he  was  not  wearing 
the  uniform  which  was  issued  by  the  Army  to  draftees  and  inductees?  j 
Secretary  Stevens.  I did  not  know  it  at  the  time.  I found  it  out  j 
later.  I 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Did  you  later  learn  that?  | 

Secretary  Stevens.  I later  learned  that.  ^ ' 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Did  it  come  to  your  attention 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is,  I learned  it  not  of  my  own  knowledge  f 
Mr.  Jenkins.  We  understand  that. 

You  knew  while  he  was  still  at  Fort  Dix? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir,  I am  not  sure  that  I did. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Are  you  sure  that  you  did  not?  j 

Secretary  Stevens.  I cannot  remember  exactly  what  date. 

Senator  Mundt.  Will  you  pull  the  microphone  a little  closer  to  you' 

It  Avould  be  more  convenient  for  you.  It  is  working,  but  if  you  wil 
pull  it  toward  you  a little  closer,  it  would  be  helpful. 
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Mr.  Jenkins.  Did  it  come  to  your  attention  that  this  private,  David 
Schine,  was  hiring  his  fellow  soldiers  and  paying  them  money  to  clean 
his  rifle? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I think  I heard  something  about  that  later. 

]\Ir.  Jenkins.  You  knew  that  was  against  regulations. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  I certainly  know  that. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Did  it  come  to  your  attention  that  he  was  not  cleaning 
up  his  quarters,  such  as  other  soldiers  were  required  to  do  according 
to  regulations? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Not  while  he  was  at  Fort  Dix,  but  I heard  about 
it  afterwards. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  heard  about  it  afterwards? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

]\Ir.  Jenkins.  Did  it  come  to  your  attention  that  he  was  having  an 
unusually  large  number  of  leaves  and  absences  while  at  Fort  Dix? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I testified  about  that,  yes,  sir. 

]\Ir.  Jenkins.  I believe  you  say  in  your  statement  that  he  had  15 
in  an  8-week  period,  including  leaves  of  absences  embracing  2 or  3 
days;  whereas,  the  average  private  had  only  3,  is  that  correct? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  approximately  correct,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Did  it  come  to  your  attention  that  this  private  was 
taking  unusual  liberties  with  the  officers,  would  sometimes  put  his  arm 
around  a commissioned  officer  and  fraternize  with  him  and  talk  to  him 
as  though  he  were  his  equal  in  rank  or  superior? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  one  I do  not  think  I ever  heard,  sir. 

IMr.  Jenkins.  You  never  heard  that? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir.  I don’t  recall  that. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Did  you  ever  hear  that  this  private  called  Lieutenant 
Miller — he  was  the  company  commander,  was  he  not? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  recall  the  name. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  do  not  recall  the  name? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Of  the  commander,  no. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  That  this  private  on  one  occasion  while  at  Fort  Dix 
put  his  arm  around  Lieutenant  Miller  and  drew  him  to  one  side 
and  told  him  that  he  was  there  on  a special  assignment;  to  wit,  had 
been  sent  there  to  modernize  the  American  Army  and  streamline  it 
along  modern  lines.  [Laughter.]  Did  you  know  that? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Y ou  never  heard  that  before  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  1 think  I heard  later,  along  with  these  other 
points  that  you  have  been  making,  some  reference  to  something  along 
that  line,  but  not  in  any  such  all-embracing  language  as  that  was. 

Senator  Potter.  A point  of  order,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Potter,  a point  of  order. 

Senator  Potter.  The  point  of  order  I would  like  to  make,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, is,  when  did  the  Army  change  so  much  in  the  last  10  years?  I 
had  never  known  that  type  of  treatment  to  be  tendered. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  will  have  to  rule  that  is  a private  point 
of  order,  not  a public  one.  We  cannot  entertain  it. 

Senator  McCarthy,  do  you  have  a point  of  order? 

Senator  McCarthy.  A point  of  order  or  something.  I understand 
the  Inspector  General  has  investigated  all  of  these  matters  mentioned 
by  counsel  and  has  come  up  with  a report.  I think  that  report  should 
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be  made  a part  of  the  record ; otherwise,  I am  afraid  the  questions  will 
be  taken  to  mean  that  the  facts  have  been  established. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Chairman,  Senator  McCarthy’s  time  to  cross- 
examine  and  develop  that  fact  will  come  soon. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I request  at  this  time  that  | 
in  view  of  all  the  reports  that  apparently  Mr.  Stevens  has  been  able  to  I 
present,  he  should  present  now  the  Inspector  General's  report  upon  the  | 
special  consideration  that  this  private  got.  That  report  is  available.  i 
It  is  in  his  possession  and  it  should  be  put  in  the  record. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  may  be  done  at  the  proper  time, 
and  now^  is  not  the  proper  time  during  my  cross-examination  of  the 
Secretary. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  holds  that  that  is  an  appropriate  ques- 
tion for  Senator  McCarthy  to  ask  Mr.  Stevens  on  his  own  time. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Very  well. 

Mr.  Welch.  Mr.  Chairman? 

Senator  Mundt.  Do  you  have  a point  of  order,  Mr.  Welch  ? 

Mr.  Welch.  It  seems  to  me  it  would  be  appropriate  for  Mr.  Jenkins 
to  say  that  the  Army  has  made  available  to  him  and  his  staff  such 
portions  of  that  report  as  are  complete.  Would  you  mind  doing  that 
for  us,  Mr.  Jenkins? 

Mr.  J ENKiNs.  And  from  that  date  I gleaned  my  alleged  facts  upon 
which  I am  now  basing  my  cross-examination. 

Mr.  Welch.  Thank  you,  sir. 

S?nator  Mundt.  Proceed,  Mr.  Jenkins.  1 j 

Mr.  Jenkins.  INIr.  Secretary,  the  weather  during  the  months  of  I 
November,  December,  and  January  was  extremely  severe,  was  it  not  ? I 

Secretary  Stevens.  I do  not  know,  sir.  ' 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  do  not  know  about  that.  Did  you  know I 

Secretary  Stevens.  I know  the  1 day  I was  there,  it  was  all  right. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Did  you  know  that  when  the  soldiers  at  Fort  Dix  were 
transported  from  one  point  in  the  area  to  another,  to  bivouac  and  other 
points.  Private  Schine  almost  invariably  rode  in  the  cab  of  the  truck; 
whereas,  the  other  soldiers,  sometimes  numbering  40  and  50,  were 
packed  like  cattle  or  sheep  in  the  bed  of  the  truck  and  exposed  to  the  i 
weather?  Did  you  learn  that? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir ; I never  heard  that. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Is  this  the  first  time  you  have  ever  heard  of  that  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  It  is  the  first  time. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Secretary,  have  you  ever,  before  or  since  the  in- 
ception of  this  investigation,  talked  to  the  officers,  the  noncoms  and 
the  privates 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman,  a point  of  order.  ! 

Senator  Mundt.  State  your  point  of  order. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I am  not  the  counsel  for  Mr.  Schine.  I do 
have  an  interest,  however,  in  seeing  that  no  young  man,  no  private  in 
the  Army,  is  smeared  without  a right  to  answer.  I think  it  is  highly 
improper  to  ask  questions  here  assuming  certain  facts  not  in  evidence, 
facts  not  made  available  to  us,  when  counsel,  for  whom  I think  all  of 
us  have  a great  deal  of  respect,  says,  “Have  you  learned  that  such  and 
such  was  the  fact?”  The  millions  of  people  watching  this  television 
are  going  to  assume  it  is  a fact. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  I must  state,  IMr.  Chairman 

Senator  McCarthy.  Let  me  finish  my  point  of  order,  Mr.  Chairman.:  n 
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Senator  JMcixdt.  Finisli  yonr  point  of  order. 

Senator  JMcCakthy.  1 have  a duty  to  protect  the  yoiiii"  men  wlio 
worked  on  this  staff.  If  Mr.  Scliine  did  something  improper,  then 
let’s  have  the  facts  brought  out  when  he  is  here  and  he  is  available. 
I^et’s  make  him  a party  to  this  circus,  if  we  will.  I think  it  is  highly 
improper.  Let  me  finish,  if  I may,  Air.  Chairman. 

I think  it  is  highly  improper  to  ask  the  Secretary,  ‘‘Have  you  learned 
this?  Have  you  learned  that?”  The  assumption  is  that  the  facts  are 
accurate.  1 (lo  not  agree  that  they  are  accurate.  1 do  not  know.  IMr. 
Schine  should  be  here  if  we  are  going  to  make  him  a party  to  this  smear 
that  has  been  going  on. 

Senator  Jackson.  A point  of  order,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Mundt.  May  the  Chair  say  that  ]\lr.  Schine  will  be  called 
in  due  course  as  a witness. 

]\Ir.  Jenkins.  Eight. 

Senator  !Mundt.  Jdie  counsel,  as  the  Chair  understands  it,  is  trying 
to  determine  from  Mr.  Stevens  whether  or  not  he  has  any  knowledge 
about  these  alleged  facts. 

Senator  dackson  has  a point  of  order. 

! Senator  McCarthy.  May  I finish  my  point  of  order  ? You  say  Mr. 

I Schine  will  be  called  in  due  course.  If  there  are  charges  made  against 
j Mr.  Schine,  then  he  should  be  notified  of  those  charges.  He  should 
* be  notified  to  come  here  with  counsel  and  be  permitted  to  cross- 
I examine.  Otherwise,  it  is  completely  unfair  to  this  young  man.  As 
! I say,  I don’t  know  whether  those  charges  are  true  or  false.  For  the 
first  time  today  I hear  them  stated  as  matters  of  fact  by  counsel. 

I have  asked  for  the  report.  1 have  asked  for  the  report  from  IMr. 
j Adams  on  whether  or  not  Mr.  Schine  had  received  any  special  consid- 
) eration.  Up  to  this  time  the  only  place  where  I can  find  the  charges 
^ made  public  are  in  the  New  York  Post  and  in  the  columns  and  in  the 
■'  left-wing  columns  like  Drew  Pearson.  If  those  charges  haven’t 
I been  investigated,  I think  ]\Ir.  Schine  should  have  a copy  of  the  report. 

Senator  Jackson.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  interest  of  clarity  and  to 
j keep  the  record  straight,  I think  it  should  be  pointed  out  that  from 
; the  very  beginning  a number  of  hypothetical  questions  have  been  put 
without  the  requirement  of  evidence  to  substantiate  those  questions. 

I recall  a hypothetical  question  that  was  put  with  reference  to  Fort 
I Monmouth  at  the  very  first  day,  on  Thursday,  and  there  have  been 
a number  of  hypothetical  questions  put  to  various  witnesses,  without 
^ the  previous  requirement  of  testimony. 

^ Do  I understand,  and  this  is  a point  of  order — do  I understand  that 
I we  have  the  right  to  put  those  hypothetical  questions,  and  if  not, 
f then  I assume  that  all  of  the  previous  hypothetical  questions  put  by 
I all  members  of  this  committee  and  counsel  will  be  stricken  ? 

: Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  has  ruled  throughout  in  response  to  both 
! of  the  points  of  order — the  Chair  has  the  floor,  I am  sorry — the  Chair 
1 has  ruled  throughout  in  response  to  both  of  these  points  of  order 
I mid  has  ruled  throughout  on  previous  ones  that  all  this  committee 
i is  seeking  to  do  is  to  endeavor  to  decide  the  truth,  and  to  find  it  out, 
and  that  any  questions  asked  by  counsel  for  either  side,  by  members 
of  the  committee,  that  can  shed  some  light  on  what  the  truth  is  in 
this  controversy,  ivill  be  permissible  and  accexitable. 
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Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman 

Senator  Mundt.  Have  you  a further  point  of  order  ? 

Senator  McCarthy.  Yes,  I certainly  have.  When  Senator  Jack- 
son  refers  to  a question  as  a hypothetical  question,  I make  a point 
of  order  that  when  counsel  says,  “Have  you  learned  that  as  many 
as  40  young  men  were  packed  in  the  back  end  of  a truck  like  cattle,” 
that  that  is  not  a hypothetical  question;  that  is  completely  unfair 
to  the  Army,  and  I don’t  think,  and  I have  been  in  the  military  for 
a while,  and  I never  have  seen  young  men  treated  like  cattle,  and  I 
know  that  counsel — I have  a great  deal  of  respect  for  counsel — and 
1 think  he  has  been  doing  an  excellent  job.  I do  think,  however,  when 
I tind  that  he  is  in  my  opinion  making  a grievous  error,  I must  bring 
it  to  the  attention  of  the  Chair.  And  I don’t  think  that  we  should 
let  it  go  on  to  the  mothers  of  this  country  that  their  sons  are  being 
treated  like  cattle,  because  they  are  not. 

Senator  Jackson.  As  I recall,  a hypothetical  and  a very  realistic 
question  was  put  with  reference  to  Sam  Ivober,  which  I do  not  recall 
there  was  any  evidence  offered  in  this  hearing,  as  to  the  allegations 
contained  in  those  charges. 

I just  want  to  know  what  the  procedure  is  so  that  I can  better 
understand  the.  questions  that  I have  a proper  right  to  frame.  It  is 
to  that  point  of  order  that  I addressed  myself. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Jackson  will  recall  that  the  procedure 
then  and  the  procedure  now  was  to  admit  questions  which  might  re- 
motely shed  some  light  on  deciding  the  truth  of  this  very  difficult 
controversy. 

Senator  Symington.  A point  of  order,  please. 

ISfr.  Chairman,  I am  not  always  agreed  with  the  counsel  in  these 
hearings.  But  I want  to  be  the  first  to  say  that  I do  not  think  he  is 
making  any  deliberate  effort  to  smear  anybody. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Thank  you,  sir. 

May  I proceed  ? 

Senator  McClellan.  I do  not  have  a point  of  order;  I want  to 
make  an  observation  on  the  points  that  have  been  made. 

The  testimony  being  elicited  is  absolutely  relevant  to  the  charges 
of  whether  Private  Schine  received  preferential  treatment.  There 
can  be  no  question  about  their  relevancy. 

However,  if  Private  Schine  feels  that  he,  because  of  this  evidence 
and  because  of  the  statements  that  are  being  made,  or  the  report 
that  has  been  submitted,  is  a party  to  this  action,  to  these  proceed- 
ings, he  should  be  given  the  right  just  as  Mr.  Hensel,  was,  after  charges 
were  made  against  him,  he  should  be  given  the  right  to  intervene 
if  he  desires  to  do  so. 

As  to  the  questions,  they  are  proper  on  the  issue  of  wdiether  prefer- 
ential treatment  was  sought  or  granted  for  Private  Schine. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  McCarthy,  have  you  a point  of  order? 

Senator  McCarthy.  A further  point  of  order,  Mr.  Chairman.  I 
may  say  I think  Senator  McClellan  is  absolutely  right.  Plowever,  in 
the  case  of  Mr.  Hensel,  the  charges  were  given  to  him,  and  he  was 
given  a chance  to  answer.  And  I don’t  know  what  Mr.  Schine’s 
answer  would  be. 
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T think  tlie  record  slionld  be  dear.  And  I know  ^Fr.  Jenkins  knows 
j this:  That  Mr.  Schine  was  interi*o"ated  by  tlie  Inspector  General’s 
J'  Department.  And  lie  was  ordered  not  to  discnss  the  charges  with 
!|  anyone;  as  a resnlt  he  could  not  tell  me  what  the  charoes  were, 
j,  And  he  was  denied  the  ri^ht  to  have  counsel  jiresent. 

And  now  I think,  if  charges  as  serious  as  are  bein^  made  today,  and 
[|  ] know  INFr.  Jenkins  is  conpdetely  honest  and  sincere  about  it,  and  I 
:|'  don't  question  his  honesty  at  all,  bnt  1 do  think  that  if  we  are  ^2^oing 
I to  start  makino-  public  charges  of  this  nature,  then  the  charges  should 
be  filed  upon  Air.  Schine  the  same  as  they  are  filed  upon  Mr.  Ilensel, 

SI  and'  Mr.  Adams,  and  on  me,  and  upon  Mr.  Carr  and  Mr.  Cohn, 
i ]Ie  should  know  what  they  are,  and  he  should  be  ^iven  the  same 
5jj  ri"ht  to  cross-examine  and  the  same  ri^ht  of  counsel  as  anyone  else, 
because  those  charges  are  gravely  serious  that  are  being  repeated 
I today. 

Senator  McClellan.  INFr.  Chairman,  I would  like  to  make  an  ob- 
I servation  with  respect  to  that.  Those  were  pretty  serious  charges 
the  Senator  made  agninst  General  Keber’s  brother,  and  no  charges 
were  filed.  They  were  developed  in  testimony,  just  as  this  is  being 
I developed. 

Senator  IVIcCartiiy.  If  General  Eelier’s  brother  wants  to  come 
here 

Senator  IMcClellan.  I took  the  same  position  with  respect  to 
General  Eeber's  brother.  He  should  be  invited,  if  he  Avanted  to,  to 
j appear  and  deny  it. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I certainly  agree  Avith  Senator  ^McClellan. 
Senator  Mundt.  iVnd  the  Chair  has  gone  further  in  connection  with 
Private  Schine,  and  he  has  stated  publicly,  on  a number  of  occasions, 
that,  if  neither  JMr.  Stevens  nor  those  associated  Avith  him,  nor  Senator 
I [McCarthy  or  those  associated  with  him,  calls  Mr.  Schine,  then  the 
I committee  Avill  call  him  as  a matter  of  elemental  justice  because  cer- 
I tainly  he  has  a right  to  be  heard  in  his  OAvn  behalf. 

I And  he  will  have  a right  to  have  counsel  and,  of  course,  will  have 
I the  same  rights  of  cross-examination. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I don’t  Avant  to  take,  Mr.  Chairman,  any  more 
I time  on  this.  But  there  is  a big  difference  between  calling  a young 
man  as  a witness  days  after  charges  are  made  against  him  and  notify- 
I ing  him  of  the  charges. 

' But,  as  the  Chair  Avell  knows,  we  have  a hard  and  fast  rule  in  this 
I committee,  and  we  followed  it  now  since  I have  been  chairman,  and 
1 it  is  a rule  that  the  present  acting  chairman,  I think,  has  heartily  ap- 
proA' ed  of,  and  that  is  this : 

[May  I have  the  Chair’s  attention  ? 

i That  no  man  is  publicly  accused  unless  he  is  in  the  committee  room 
and  alloAved  to  step  up  and  answer. 

- Noav  I think  that  is  a good  rule,  and  I think  we  should  follow  that 
j here. 

!j  Senator  Jackson.  Then  why  wasn’t 

I Mr.  Chairman,  why  wasn’t  it  followed  on  the  very  first  day  with 
I reference  to  General  Eeber’s  brother  ? 

Mr.  Jenkins.  May  I make  my  position  clear,  Mr.  Chairman?  And 
j i I think  perhaps  it  will  satisfy  everybody,  including  the  contesting 
litigants,  I hope. 
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My  position  in  tliis  line  of  cross-examination  and  the  purpose  of  it 
is  this : A charge  has  been  made  by  Mr.  Stevens  and  Mr.  Adams  that 
the  McCarthy  committee  sought  preferential  treatment  for  Schine.  I 
am  now  in  this  line  of  cross-examination  for  the  purpose  of  showing 
the  truth  or  falsity  of  that  statement,  and  my  theory  being  that  if  he 
were  accorded  preferential  treatment  it  is  some  evidence  that  an  effort 
was  made  on  his  behalf  for  that.  That  is  No.  1. 

No.  2,  a countercharge  has  been  made  against  Mr.  Stevens  and  l^lr. 
Adams  to  the  effect  that  they  held,  in  effect,  Schine  as  a hostage,  as 
a bait  from  time  to  time,  for  the  purpose  of  stopping  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy's committee  from  continuing  the  investigation  of  Fort 
^ronmouth. 

It  is,  therefore,  a double-edged  sword,  tending  to  prove  the  truth 
or  falsity  of  both  charges.  And,  in  my  opinion,  it  does  not  necessarily 
reflect  on  Private  Schine. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  (diair  will  rule  that  the  questions  are  in  order, 
and  that  we  are  proceeding  as  best  we  can  to  elicit  the  information 
we  require  and  he  has  publicly  announced  that  Private  Schine  Avill 
be  called  in  this  hearing.  And  he  is  entitled  to  counsel,  Senator 
McCarthy. 

Senator  McCautiiy.  ]\Ir.  Chairman,  if  counsel  in  asking  these  ques- 
tions will  say,  ‘TTave  you  learned  that  it  was  charged,”  instead  of 
saying,  “Have  you  learned  that  men  were  crowded  like  cattle  in  the 
back  end  of  a truck?”  I donk  think  the  Inspector  General — let  me 
finish,  ])lease — I donk  think  the  Inspector  General  has  re])orted  that 
young  men  were  crowded  into  the  back  end  of  a truck  like  cattle.  I 
think  counsel  should  rejdirase  tlie  question. 

]Mr.  J ENKiNS.  I have  no  objection  to  that. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  point  of  order  is  upheld. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman.  I hadn't  finished. 

Senator  JMundt.  The  chairman  is  perfectly  willing  that  it  be  re- 
phrased. 

Senator  IMcCautiiy.  I insist  on  the  right  of  finishing  a sentence. 
May  I do  that,  please? 

Senator  Mundt.  I thought  you  had  asked  him  to  rephrase  the  ques- 
tion and  he  said  he  would  do  that. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I think  this  is  important  enough,  Mr.  Chair- 
man, so  that  I have  a right  to  finish  a sentence. 

Senator  Mundt.  I am  trying  to  ex|>edite  the  hearing.  Is  it  satis- 
factory if  he  rephrases  the  question  ? 

Senator  IMcIIvkthy.  Very  well. 

>.Ir.  Jenkins.  IMr.  Secretary,  you  understand  that  in  my  examina- 
tion of  you  along  this  line,  t am  not  assuming  or  stating  that  the 
hypotliesis  of  my  (juestion  is  true.  You  understand  that,  do  you  not? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Ye-S,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  As  I understand  your  answers,  you  have  answered  in 
the  affirmative  with  respect  to  sonie  of  my  questions,  and  with  respect 
to  some  of  them  you  said  you  had  never  heard  of  such  a thing. 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  true. 

^Ir.  Jenkins.  Let  it  be  understood  that  I was  not  at  Fort  Dix  in 
November,  December,  or  January,  and  I have  no  personal  knowledge 
of  the  truth  or  falsity  of  the  basis  of  these  questions.  We  understand 
that. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 
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^Ir.  Jenkins.  I will  ask  you,  JNfr.  Secretary,  whether  or  not  it  came 
to  your  attention  that  Ihavate  Schine  allegedly  used  the  telephone  or 
telephones  at  Fort  Dix  for  the  purpose  of  calling  out  other  parties 
away  from  the  fort,  and  particularly  in  New  York  City?  Did  you 
learn  that,  ^Ir.  Secretary,  or  were  you  reliably  informed  that  such 
facts  existed?  That  he  was  allowed  to  leave  his  ]jost  of  duty  and  go 
and  use  the  telephones  wherever  they  might  be  located,  from  time  to 
time,  an  inordinately  large  number  of  times?  Did  you  learn  that? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I learned  later  that  he  used  the  })hone,  but  I 
don't  know  how  many  times,  Mr.  Jenkins. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Did  you  learn  that  allegedly  Private  Schine  from 
time  to  time  called  a girl  friend  in  New  York  City  from  the  telephones 
at  Fort  Dix,  that  he  allegedly  did  so  and  did  so  sometimes  as  many 
as  four  times  a day  ? Did  you  learn  that? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir,  I didn't  know  about  tliat. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Did  you  learn — Mr.  Secretary,  I believe  you  have 
stated  by  way  of  an  overall  question  that  you  did  learn  and  knew  from 
time  to  time  that  some  special  privilege  or  treatment  was  accorded 
Private  Schine  at  Fort  Dix ; is  that  correct  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Mr.  Jenkins,  I feel  as  if  I should  make  a state- 
ment, a little  short  one. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  may  answer  it  and  then  give  any  explanation 
you  desire  to  give. 

Secretary  Stevens.  IMay  I have  it  read,  please? 

eVVhereupon,  the  question  was  read  by  the  reporter  as  above 
recorded. ) 

Secretary  Stevens.  Not  during  most  of  the  time  that  he  was  there, 
Mr.  Jenkins.  I heard  about  all  what  you  are  talking  about  here  after- 
ward. ]\Iy  instructions  to  General  Kyan  as  commanding  general  of 
the  Fort  Dix  Post  was  a simple  command,  but  it  turned  out  to  be  a very 
difficult  one  to  carry  out.  It  was  this : that  Private  Schine  was  to  be 
made  available  for  committee  work,  work  of  this  committee,  and  for 
no  other  purpose,  provided  it  did  not  interfere  with  his  training. 
That  was  the  instruction  that  I gave  to  General  Kyan. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Did  you  know  that  Private  Schine  had  the  long 
weekend  off  just  prior  to  Christmas? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I have  heard  that  since. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Beginning  Friday  evening  and  extending  until  Sun- 
day night  at  bedtime  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir,  I learned  about  that  since. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Did  you  further  know  that  prior  to  that,  Private 
Schine  had  the  long  weekend  during  Thanksgiving? 

Senator  McCaethy.  Mr.  Chairman 

Secretary  Stevens.  I have  learned  it  since. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  That  he  allegedly  had. 

I beg  your  pardon,  Senator. 

Senator  Mundt.  Do  you  have  a point  of  order  ? 

Senator  McCarthy.  Yes.  I have  a very  important  point  of  order. 
I made  the  point  that  counsel  should  not  testify  to  facts  that  are  in 
dispute.  May  I finish?  When  counsel — he  has  been  doing  it  now 
constantly.  I know  it  is  inadvertent.  I know  the  pressure  counsel 
is  under.  But  when  counsel  says,  “Did  you  know,  did  you  learn  cer- 
tain facts  were  in  existence?”  that  means  that  he  is  in  effect  saying 
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they  were  in  existence.  The  only  thing  the  Secretary  could  have 
learned  was  that  charges  to  that  effect  were  made. 

]\Ir.  Jenkins.  I accept  the  point  of  order.  I was  perhaps  in  error 
in  leaving  out  the  word  “allegedly.”  I will  try  to  conform  to  that 
hereafter. 

You  did  learn,  as  I understand  it,  that  Private  Schine  allegedly  took 
off  the  long  weekend  during  the  Thanksgiving  period  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I learned  that  later,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  I will  ask  you  whether  or  not  it  was  the  rule  at  the 
fort,  Fort  Dix,  that  half  of  the  personnel  would  take  off  the  weekend 
of  Thanksgiving  and  would  remain  on  duty  the  weekend  of  Christ- 
mas, and  the  other  half  would  remain  on  dut}^  during  the  Thanksgiving 
weekend  and  take  off  during  Christmas?  Is  that  or  not  the  fact? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  know,  sir.  I couldn’t  testify  on  that. 
I would  have  to  check. 

]\Ir.  Jenkins.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  Private  Schine — and 
I don’t  assume  that  he  did  or  didn’t — do  you  know  that  he  took  the 
long  weekend  off  during  the  New  Year  holiday? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I heard  later  that  he  was  off. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Secretary,  I will  ask  you  whether  or  not  Gen- 
eral Kyan,  who  was  the  commanding  officer  at  Fort  I)ix,  as  we  under- 
stand it,  communicated  with  you  by  telephone  or  otherwise  from  time 
to  time  with  reference  to  Private  Schine? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don't  think  he  did,  no,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  he  communicated  with 
]\Ij*.  Adams? 

Secretaiy  Stevens.  He  did. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  were  so  informed  by  Mr.  Adams? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  About  these  unusual  number  of  leaves  and  passes? 
Was  that  it? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I knew — I heard  that  General  Ryan  was  having 
difficulty  with  the  case  of  Private  Schine.  I didn’t  hear  any  of  the 
details  that  have  been  referred  to  hei-e  this  morning,  Mr.  Jenkins. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Do  you  know  whether  or  not  Mr.  Adams,  by  way  of 
appeasement  of  the  committee,  countermanded  certain  orders  of  Gen- 
eral Ryan  and  directed  General  Ryan  to  permit  this  special  treatment 
for  Private  Schine? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir,  I don't  know  that. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Do  you  know  that  Mr.  Adams  did  tell  General  Ryan 
to  permit  tliese  passes,  these  weekends,  and  so  forth? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir,  I don’t  know  that. 

!Mr.  Jenkins.  For  whatever  purpose  he  might  have  done  it,  do  you 
know  that? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  I don’t. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Did  Mr.  Adams  ever  communicate  such  a thing  to  you 
if  it  did  happen  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Mr.  Adams  told  me  from  time  to  time  that  he 
had  talked  with  General  Ryan  or  one  of  the  staff  down  there  at  Dix, 
but  I had  a very  limited  knowledge  of  these  things  that  you  are  talking 
about  until  a long  time  after  they  happened. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Secretary,  these  special  dispensations  for  Schine, 
if  thei*e  were  any  at  Fort  Dix,  or  at  any  other  place,  were  they  or  not 
accorded  him  for  the  purpose  of  appeasing  Senator  McCarthy  and  an 
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I attempt  to  dissuade  liim  from  (lie  fiii-ther  investigation  of  tlie  infiltra- 
i tion  of  bad  risks  at  Fort  Monmoiitli  ? 

I Secretary  Stevens.  Absolutely  and  coni])letely  not.  IVIy  instruc- 
|!  tion  was  that  Private  Schine  was  to  be  made  available  for  committee 
i|  work,  and  for  committee  work  alone,  provided  it  did  not  interfere  with 
l!  Ids  training.  That  was  a simple  instruction  and  it  was  difiicult  to 
I cany  out,  and  it  had  absolutely  nothing  to  do  with  appeasement  or 
||  anything  else  in  connection  with  this  committee  excejit  to  make  him 
[I  available  for  committee  work  if  the  committee  needed  him. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Stevens,  you  have  testified  at  length  with  refer- 
ence to  an  alleged  explosion  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Cohn  at  Fort  Mon- 
I mouth,  on  October  20. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Is  that  correct? 

I Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

I!Mr.  Jenkins.  And  you  have  detailed  reports  given  to  you  by  oflicers 
and  other  personnel,  at  Fort  Fix,  on  October  20 ; that  is  correct,  isn't' 
it? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

I Air.  Jenkins.  And  you  have  told  about  a statement  you  made 
in  the  presence  of  some  20-odd  men  to  Mr.  Cohn  on  that  occasion 
I whether  it  be  construed  as  an  apology  or  not.  Now,  I ask  you  this 
question.  Air.  Secretary:  To  tell  this  committee  whether  or  not  on 
’ October  21,  the  day  after  the  Fort  Alonmouth  incident  in  which  Mr. 
Cohn’s  name  has  been  connected,  Avhether  or  not  on  the  succeeding  day, 
October  21,  you  called  David  Schine  for  any  purpose? 

Secretary  Stevens.  My  recollection  is  that  he  called  me. 

Air.  Jenkins.  Well,  where  were  you  Avhen  he  called  you? 

: Secretary  Stevens.  In  my  office. 

Air.  Jenkins.  Where  was  he,  Schine? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  knoAV  Avhere  he  was.  I think  he  Avas  in 
NeAv  York. 

Air.  Jenkins.  lYliat  Avas  the  purpose  of  that  call,  Mr.  Secretary? 
Secretary  Stevens.  I can't  recall  all  of  the  details  of  it,  but  I think 
: that  I could  sum  it  up  by  saying  that  David  Schine  was  not  happy 
1 about  his  forthcoming  induction. 

Air.  Jenkins.  And  is  your  recollection  clear  as  to  AAdiether  you 
called  him  or  whether  he  called  you? 

Secretary  Stea^ens.  My  recollection  is  pretty  clear  that  he  called 
me,  and  in  fact  I am  certain  of  that. 

Air.  Jenkins.  You  are  uoav  certain  of  it  ? 

Secretary  Stearns.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  And  this  prospective  inductee  who  Avas  not  then  in 
I the  Armed  forces,  you  say,  called  you,  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  the 
I highest  ranking  officer  in  the  Army,  from  NeAv  York  City  on  October 
I 21,  because,  as  you  say,  he  Avas  not  happy  over  his  prospects  of  being 

I inducted;  is  that  Avhat  you  are  saying,  Mr.  Secretary? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I think  that  about  sums  it  up,  ^Ir.  Jenkins. 

Air.  Jenkins.  Wasn’t  that  most  unusual  for  a citizen,  a private 
citizen  to  Avhom  you  Avere  not  obligated  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  Mr.  Jenkins 

Mr.  Jenkins.  To  call  the  highest  officer  in  the  Army,  and  take 
up  your  valuable  time  and  tell  you  that  he  wasn’t  happy  about  the 

■ j 

I 

( 


364 


SPECIAL  INVESTIGATION 


prospects  of  being  inducted,  and  is  that  what  your  recollection  is, 
Mr.  Secretary? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  my  recollection.  I must  recall,  however, 
to  you,  that  the  week  ])reviously,  on  the  Idth  of  October  when  I was 
in  New  York,  that  I had  quite  a discussion  with  David  Schine  riding 
downtown  with  him  in  his  car,  and  that  I had  attempted  to  get  over 
to  David  Schine  the  opportunity  that  was  really  his  to  come  into  this 
Army  and  serve  his  country. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  And  it  was  after  this  call,  alleged  call,  from  Schine 
to  you,  from  New  York  City,  on  October  21,  that  you  gave  your 
luncheon  in  the  Pentagon  on  November  6;  that  is  correct,  isn’t  it? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  iVnd  as  I recall  the  burden  of  your  statement,  it  was 
and  is  that  you  do  not  know  and  will  not  now  tell  this  committee 
whether  or  not  on  November  6 you  included  David  Schine  as  one  of 
your  guests? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I think  the  arrangements  were  made  by  mem- 
bers of  my  staff  and  I cannot  testify  on  exa.ctly  who  was  invited.  Of 
course  I knew  that  Senator  ^IcCarthy  and  Mr.  Cohn  were  coming  and 
I think  I knew  that  Mr.  Carr  was  coming;  and  whether  Dave  Schine 
or  any  other  member  of  the  staff  might  have  been  invited,  I don't 
actually  know  at  this  time. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  It  is  alleged  that  during  that  luncheon,  on  November 
G,  there  was  a vacant  chair  at  the  table,  and  that  you  expressed  great 
regret  that  Schine  had  not  been  able  to  attend. 

What  is  your  recollection  on  that,  Mr.  Secretary  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  recall  a vacant  chair. 

]\fr.  Jenkins.  Do  you  recall  whether  or  not  you  said  you  regretted 
that  Schine  wasn't  there  as  a guest  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  1 don’t  recall  that;  I don't  recall  having  made 
any  such  statement. 

ilr.  Jenkins.  Well,  what  is  your  best  recollection  about  it? 

Secretary  Stevens.  i\Iy  best  recollection  is  that  I did  not,  but  I can- 
not positively  say  I didn't. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Well,  now  at  the  request  of  this  committee,  I now  ask 
you,  ^Ir.  Secretary,  to  read  into  the  record  the  report  you  were  about 
to  read  before  I began  what  I hope  is  my  final  cross-examination  of 
the  Secretary. 

Senator  ^Titndt.  The  Secretary  may  read  the  report. 

Secretary  Stevens.  This  is  headed,  Mr.  Chairman,  “F ort  ^lonmouth 
Cases.” 

Senator  McClellan.  Do  we  all  have  copies  of  that?  I had  one 
here  a moment  ago,  and  have  copies  been  provided  for  all  members? 

Senator  Mundt.  No  copies  have  been  provided  for  the  Chair,  I 
might  add. 

i\Ir.  Jenkins.  ^Might  I ask  one  other  question? 

Senator  tlACKSON.  I understand  there  is  just  one  copy,  and  I was  in- 
formed by  the  clerk  of  the  committee  that  there  was  only  one  copy. 

Senator  Mundt.  Very  well. 

Secretary  Stevens.  We  have  other  copies,  and  I don’t  know  how 
many,  but  here  is  one  here  and  I will  be  glad  to  make  it  available  to 
you. 

Senator  Mundt.  If  they  are  available,  would  you  have  one  of  your 
aides  send  it  to  the  committee  ? 
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Secretary  Stevens.  I don't  think  we  have  enough  for  all  members 
blit  we  will  provide  that  for  yon. 

JNfr.  Jenkins.  1 have  one  other  question,  Mr.  Secretary. 

Have  you  seen,  read,  or  examined  a written  statement  which  has 
been  liled  by  counsel,  ^Ir.  Adams,  which  was  filed  either  yesterday 
morning  or  the  day  before  that,  and  have  you  seen  that,  IVfr.  Secretary  ? 

Mr.  Adams  has  written  a statement  consisting  of  40  pages,  which  he 
has  filed  with  this  committee. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Ao,  1 don’t. 

]Mr.  Welch.  AVill  you  give  us  a moment  in  respect  to  that?  I wish 
to  confer  with  Mi*.  St.  Clair. 

^Ir.  Jenkins.  Certainly. 

~Mv.  AVelch.  Mr.  Jenkins,  Air.  St.  Clair  informs  me  that  the  paper 
or  document  which  you  refer  to  was  handed  to  you,  sir,  as  an  aid  in  ex- 
amining JNIr.  Adams,  and  it  is  expected  that  Air.  Adams’  testimony  will 
be  all  Avhat  you  and  T call  Q and  A,  meaning  question  and  answer. 

Air.  Jenkins.  And  that  it  will  not  be  read? 

Air.  AVelch.  That  is  my  ])resent  understanding,  sir,  that  Air.  Adams 
will  testify  Q and  A and  make  no  prepared  statement ; and  the  paper 
handed  to  you,  sir,  was  in  the  nature  of  a lawyer's  tool  from  which  he 
could  work  in  examining  the  Avitness. 

Senator  AIundt.  The  CJiair  understands  that  this  40-page  statement 
which  he  was  about  to  have  the  screening  committee  read,  is  not  to 
be  read  by  Air.  Adams  and  was  not  submitted  in  conformity  with  the 
24-hour  rule. 

Air.  AATlcii.  That  is  my  understanding. 

Senator  AIundt.  Thank  you. 

Air.  Jenkins.  Is  there  not,  Air.  AA^elch,  is  it  your  understanding  that 
it  would  be  improper  in  view  of  the  circumstances  under  which  this 
40-page  statement  was  left  with  me,  for  me  to  use  it  as  a basis  for  a 
short  further  cross  examination  of  the  Secretary  ? 

Air.  Welch.  I would  not  think  it  improper,  sir,  and  I only  thought 
it  fair  to  point  out  the  purpose  for  which  the  paper  was  handed  to  you. 

Senator  AIundt.  Counsel  may  proceed. 

Air.  Welch.  I don’t  know  whether  or  not  this  witness  read  it  after  it 
was  prepared  or  not. 

Senator  AIundt.  The  question  is  directed  to  the  Secretary  for  the 
purpose  of  finding  out,  I think,  whether  he  had  read  it  or  not. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I have  not. 

Senator  AIcCarthy.  Air.  Chairman. 

Senator  Mundt.  Do  you  have  a point  of  order  ? 

Senator  AIcCarthy.  It  is  not  a point  of  order,  but  it  is  an  important 
question.  You  are  talking  about  a 40-page  statement  which  I haven’t 
seen. 

Senator  AIundt.  The  Chair  would  explain  that  a 40-page  statement 
was  submitted  to  the  Chair  yesterday  by  the  counsel  in  the  belief  that 
Mr.  Adams  was  submitting  it  in  conformity  with  the  24-hour  rule,  to 
be  read,  and  he  and  we  have  talked  to  Senator  AIcClellan  and  Senator 
McClellan  and  I,  in  council,  are  supposed  to  read  all  of  these  statements 
in  advance;  and  ive  find  out  it  is  not  necessary  to  read  it  in  advance, 
and  it  is  not  a statement  that  Mr.  Adams  expects  to  read. 

^ This  is  information  that  he  has  submitted  to  the  counsel,  as  both 
sides  have  been  submitting  information  to  the  counsel,  to  enable  him 
better  to  do  his  direct  and  cross-examination. 
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Mr.  Jenkins.  May  1 ask  you  oue  other  question,  Mr.  Stevens,  please, 
sir,  and  that  is  this:  whether  or  not  this  statement  is  true,  being  a 
written  statement  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Adams — 

On  November  18,  General  Ryan  telephoned  me  from  Fort  Dix  and  stated  that  he 
had  a recpiest  from  the  subcommittee  staff  for  a long  weekend  pass  for  Schine 
which  he  intended  to  refuse.  1 talked  to  the  Secretary  on  the  matter,  and 
Mr.  Stevens  stated  that  since  we  liad  just  succeeded  in  patching  up  the  press 
conference  irritation  and  since  Schine’s  8-week  training  cycle  had  not  yi  t 
commenced,  he  felt  that  it  would  he  better  in  the  interest  of  (‘ooperation  with  tlie 
committee  to  make  Schiiu*  available  on  this  occasion.  I so  advised  General  R>an. 

Do  you  recall  that  incident,  and  if  so,  state  whether  or  not  that 
is  true. 

Secretary  Stevens.  May  I ask,  who  contacted  General  Ry an  ? Does 
it  say  there 

Mr.  Jenkins,  (xeneral  Ryan  telephoned,  according  to  this  portion 
of  tlie  statement,  Mr.  Adams  and  told  Mr.  Adams  that  Schine  had  made 
a request  for  a long  weekend  pass  and  that  he,  Ryan,  was  going  to 
refuse  it,  Ryan  being  the  commanding  general  at  Fort  Dix,  Mr.  Adams 
says — I am  leaving  out  the  word  “allegedly”  now — in  this  statement 
that  hs  talked  to  you  and  that  you  in  effect  told  him  to  countermand 
Ryan's  order  for  reasons  you  stated,  and  let  this  boy  oft'  on  the  long 
weekend.  Did  that  or  not  ha])pen? 

Secretary  Stevens.  1 remember  something  about  that,  Mr.  Jenkins, 
but  it  was  related  to  committee  business,  i never  under  any  circum- 
stances gave  any  O.  K.  for  anything  in  respect  to  David  Schine  during 
Ids  ex]ierience  at  Fort  Dix  except  on  the  basis  of  committee  business 
and  without  interfering  with  his  training. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Are  you  finished,  IMr.  Secretary  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Rut,  Mr.  Secretary,  my  specific  question  is  this:  Did 
General  Ryan  in  a conversation  with  your  office,  l\Ir.  Adams,  state 
that  he  was  going  to  refuse  the  request  of  Schine  for  a long  weekend 
]>as3,  and  did  you  countermand  that  order  in  effect  by  telling  Adams 
to  tell  Ryan  to  let  him  off  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Of  course,  I was  not  on  the  tele])hone  with 
General  Ryan,  so  I do  not  know  exactly  what  Ryan  said. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  But  did  you  tell  Adams  to  tell  Ryan  to  reverse  his 
position  and  let  this  boy  off  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I am  sure  that  if  I did  that,  I said  provided  it 
was  in  connection  with  the  business  of  this  committee. 

J\[r.  Jenkins.  Now,  Mr.  Stevens,  that  is  all,  and  I now  ask  3^011 
at  the  request  of  the  committee  to  read  your  rejiort.  First,  identify 
specifically  what  it  is,  what  it  contains,  and  then  you  may  read  it 
to  the  committee. 

Secretary  Stevens.  It  is  a short  report  which  carries  the  heading, 
“Fort  Monmouth  Cases,”  gotten  up  in  response  to  the  question  of 
Senator  Jackson. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Pi’epared  by  whom,  ^fr.  Secretary  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  It  was  prepared  b^^  members  of  my  staff.  I 
can  identify  tliem  to  you  if  you  want  that  information.  I do  not 
have  it  right  at  the  moment  myself.  Shall  I proceed  ? 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Yes,  Mr.  Secretary,  you  may  proceed. 
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Secretary  Stevens  (reading)  : 

As  I have  provionsly  indicated,  Fort  Monm(>ullj  ciiiployecs  have  heen  sus- 
pended since  Auj;ust  11),  ID.ia.  Of  these,  .Ti  had  been  suspended  by  October  30. 
The  present  status  of  these  35  cases  is  as  follows : 

Kestored  to  duty  with  full  security  (dea ranee  : 1. 

Kestored  to  nonsensitive  duties  pending  furtlier  investigations  : 9. 

R(*signed : 3. 

Still  under  suspension  : 22. 

Of  the  22  cases  still  under  suspension,  10  have  been  heard  by  the  First  Army 
Security  Hearing  Board  and  these  cases  have  Ix'cn  fornarded  or  are  in  process 
of  being  forwarded  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  for  tinal  disposition. 
Two  categories  of  such  cases  will  l)e  i-eviewed  by  the  Security  Review  Board, 
namely,  cases  in  which  a favorable  determination  was  rc'ached  by  the  Hearing 
Board  and  cases  where  the  Hearing  Board  reached  an  unfavorable  determination 
and  in  which  the  employee  has  re(piest(*d  a further  review  by  the  Security  Re- 
view Board.  (Where  the  Hearing  Board  reached  an  unfavorable  determination 
and  the  employee  has  not  laMpiested  a review  by  the  Secairity  Review  Board,  a 
decision  will  be  made  in  the  Office  of  the  Seci'etary  of  the  Army  whether  or  not 
to  accept  the  recommendation  of  the  Hearing  Board.) 

The  remaining  0 cases  out  of  the  22  are  still  to  be  heard.  It  is  anticipated 
that  the  First  Army  Security  Hearing  Board  will  dispose  of  all  tlu'se  six  cases 
during  the  next  month. 

An  analysis  of  the  charges  i.ssued  to  the  employees  still  under  ,susi)ension  dis- 
closes that  in  each  case  more  than  one  item  of  derogatory  information  was  re- 
])orted.  The  allegations  niad(‘  against  the  22  individuals  range  in  severity  from 
reported,  although  unsubstantiated,  past  membership  in  the  Commutust  Party 
(1  of  those  2 cases  involved  activity  occurring  in  19.33-34)  to  violation  of 
security  regulations  and  to  activities  of  the  employee’s  relatives  indicating 
possible  Communist  sympathy  on  the  part  of  such  relative.s.  Some  of  the  types 
of  information  that  have  been  reported  are  set  forth  below.  It  must  be  remem- 
bered that  in  many  of  these  cases  the  reliability  of  the  informants  is  unknown 
and  their  information  has  not  been  substantiated. 

(n)  Past  membership  in  organizations  cited  by  the  Attorney  Genei'al  as  Com- 
munist or  subversive. 

{!))  Association  or  affiliation  with  persons  who  have  been  active  in  the  Com- 
munist Party  or  in  organizations  cited  by  the  Attorney  General. 

(c)  Activity,  membership,  or  affiliation  with  organizations,  including  political 
parties,  which  have  been  reported  to  be  Communist  dominated  or  controlled. 

(d)  Association  with  relatives  who  have  been  reimrted  to  be  active  in  Com- 
munist affairs. 

(e)  Signing  Communist  Party  nominating  petitions  or  other  petitions  spon- 
sored by  Communists. 

(f)  Subscriptions  to  the  Daily  Worker  or  other  Communist  publications. 

It  may  be  of  interest  to  relate  the  actions  taken  by  the  Army  in  the  3.5  cases 
under  discussion  by  the  committee.  Of  the  35  employees  involved,  25  were  in- 
terrogated by  the  committee.  Of  these  25,  the  suspensions  had  occurred  in  the 
following  order : 

August  19 — 1. 

September  29 — 4.  An  additional  employee  who  was  not  called  by  the  com- 
mittee was  also  suspended  on  September  29. 

October — 19. 

February — 1. 

A total  of  25. 

None  of  the  individuals  who  were  employed  at  Fort  Monmouth  at  the  time 
they  were  called  before  the  committee  invoked  the  fifth  amendment. 

With  respect  to  the  19  employees  who  were  suspended  during  the  month  of 
October,  the  Army  already  had  derogatory  information  in  every  case  sufficient 
to  be  the  basis  for  suspension.  These  19  cases,  in  common  with  many  others, 
were  in  the  process  of  reexamination  as  required  by  President  Eisenhower’s 
Executive  Order  10450  of  April  27,  1953.  Insofar  as  the  results  of  committee 
interrogations  of  these  19  individuals  have  been  made  available  to  the  Army,  no 
significant  item  of  derogatory  information  was  developed  by  the  committee  which 
was  not  already  known  to  and  being  acted  upon.  In  one  additional  case,  the 
committee  did  develop  certain  derogatory  information  of  a minor  nature  which 
was  not  known  to  the  Army  at  that  time.  The  suspension  which  occurred  in 
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that  single  case  was  based  iiifoi-mation  already  available  in  Army  files, 

upon  a further  investipitioii  conducted  by  the  FBI,  and  upon  slateuieiits  made 
by  that  employee  before  the  committee  in  executive  session. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman 

Secretary  Stevens  (reading)  : 

In  all  these  cases  and  others  like  them  time  is  consumed,  de|!ending  upon 
the  degree  and  accuracy  of  evidence  and  regulations  and  laws  under  which  the 
Army  must  operate.  In  all  such  cases,  however,  where  derogatory  information 
is  sufficient  to  create  a doubt,  the  employee  concerned  is  immediately  either 
suspended  or  placed  on  nonsensitive  work  and  deprived  of  access  to  classified 
information  until  it  is  certain  that  his  further  employmeut  will  not  jeopardize 
the  Government.  In  every  instance  the  investigative  work  on  these  cases  is,  and 
has  been  done,  by  the  FBI  and/or  the  Army’s  Counter  Intelligence  Corps. 

That  is  the  end  of  the  statement. 

Senator  ]\Iundt.  Senator  McCarthy,  do  you  have  a point  of  order? 

Senator  jMcCartiiy.  Not  a point  of  order,  but  I am  not  sure  whether 
I lieard  the  Secretary  correctly  or  not,  and  I wonder  if  I could  just 
have  this  cleared  up.  M'as  one  of  the  categories  that  you  read,  Mr. 
Secretary,  in  which  you  cover  those  who  were  suspended  for  various 
reasons,  did  you  include  in  that  the  removal  or  tliefts  of  secrets  from 
the  radar  laboratories?  I am  not  sure  if  1 heard  you  on  that.  You 
read  6 or  7 or  8 difterent  reasons. 

Senator  Mundt.  Will  you  provide  Senator  McCarthy  with  a copy 
of  the  statement,  and  he  w ill  have  during  the  noon  hour  to  read  it  and 
object  to  wdiat  was  said. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I think  that  you  have  a copy  of  it  there  now, 
Senator. 

Senator  ^McCarthy.  IMay  I ask  a question  ? 

Senator  ^Iundt.  If  it  is  something  you  did  not  hear  that  you  w ant 
him  to  repeat,  you  may  ask  it. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I wvant  to  know  wdiether  he  did,  in  reading 
that  list,  wdiether  one  of  the  categories  covered  removal  of  secret 
material  from  the  radar  laboratories. 

^Ir.  Jenkins.  That  properly  comes  under  the  heading  of  cross- 
examination,  and  Senator  TllcCarthy  will  undoubtedly  have  his  op- 
portunity to  do  so  and  to  develop  that  fact. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Just  a moment.  I just  w^ant  to  know  what 
he  said. 

Secretary  Stevens.  You  have  got  a copy  of  the  statement. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Just  answ  er  me.  Bob. 

Secretary  Stevens.  "Why  don't  you  look  at  the  statement,  and  I 
think  you  can  get  the  answer  yourself. 

Senator  Mundt.  If  Senator  McCarthy  has  a copy  of  the  state- 
ment— 

Senator  McCarthy.  I wdll  wait  and  bring  it  up  on  cross-examina- 
tion. 

Senator  Mundt.  We  are  now  about  as  close  to  12 : 30,  I believe, 
as  w^e  can  come,  and  w^e  wdll  recess  until  2 : 30  this  afternoon. 

(Whereupon,  at  12 : 30  p.  m.,  the  hearing  was  recessed  until  2 : 30 
p.  m.,  of  the  same  day.) 
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WEDNESDAY,  APRIL  28,  1954 

United  States  Senate, 

Special  Subcommittee  on  Investigations  of  the 

Committee  on  Government  Operations, 

W ashington^  D.  C. 

AFTER  RECESS 

(The  hearing  was  resumed  at  2:  30  ]).  m.,  pursuant  to  recess.) 

Present : Senators  Karl  E.  Mundt,  Republican,  South  Dakota,  chair- 
man; Everett  McKinley  Dirksen,  Republican,  Illinois;  Charles  E. 
Potter,  Republican,  Michigan;  Henry  C.  Dworshak,  Republican, 
Idaho;  John  L.  McClellan,  Democrat,  Arkansas;  Henry  M.  Jackson, 
Democrat,  Washington;  and  Stuart  Symington,  Democrat,  Missouri. 

Also  present:  Ray  H.  Jenkins,  chief  counsel  to  the  subcommittee; 
Thomas  R.  Prewitt,  assistant  counsel ; and  Ruth  Y.  Watt,  chief  clerk. 

Principal  participants:  Senator  Joseph  R.  McCarthy,  a United 
States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Wisconsin ; Roy  M.  Cohn,  chief  coun- 
sel to  the  subcommittee ; Francis  P.  Carr,  staF  director  of  the  subcom- 
mittee; Hon.  Robert  T.  Stevens,  Secretary  of  the  Army;  John  G. 
Adams,  counselor  to  the  Army ; H.  Struve  Hensel,  Assistant  Secretary 
of  Defense;  Joseph  N.  Welch,  special  counsel  for  the  Army;  James  D. 
St.  Clair,  special  counsel  for  the  Army;  and  Frederick  P.  Bryan, 
counsel  to  H.  Struve  Hensel,  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  committee  will  come  to  order. 

The  Chair  would  like  to  remind  our  guests,  as  has  been  his  daily 
custom,  that  we  are  very  happy  to  have  them  as  the  guests  of  the  Com- 
.mittee  during  these  hearings,  and  there  is  just  one  rule  that  we  must 
insist  that  they  obey  and  that  is  that  there  is  to  be  no  manifestation 
of  approval  or  disapproval  at  any  time  during  the  conduct  of  the 
liearing.  By  and  large  the  audience  has  been  very  fine  about  that  and 
we  hope  that  that  fine  courteous  responsiveness  on  the  part  of  the 
i audience  will  continue. 

I would  like  to  make  one  announcement  to  the  members  of  the 
committee:  I am  calling  a meeting  of  the  subcommittee  members 
together  with  Mr.  Jenkins  and  Mr.  Prewitt  in  my  office  tomorrow 
morning  at  10  o’clock  for  the  purpose  of  discussing  together  any  prob- 
lems, policies,  procedures,  or  plans  which  committee  members  might 
desire  to  review,  or  any  suggestions  that  they  might  have  for  expedit- 
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ing  the  hearings.  This  is  the  first  time  we  have  had  an  opportunity 
for  a full  meeting  of  the  subcommittee  since  the  hearings  have  begun. 
It  will  be  at  10  o’clock  in  my  office  in  the  morning. 

I believe,  Mr.  Counsel,  that  at  the  termination  of  hearings  this 
morning  it  was  the  Chair’s  time  to  proceed  with  10  minutes,  unless 
some  question  has  occurred  to  you  in  the  meantime  that  you  want  to 
ask  first. 

!Mr.  Jenkins.  I have  no  further  questions,  Mr.  Chairman. 

TESTIMONY  OP  HON.  EGBERT  T.  STEVENS,  SECRETARY  OF  THE 

ARMY — Resumed 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  will  then  proceed  and  the  timekeeper 
will  notify  him  when  his  10  minutes  has  expired. 

At  the  conclusion  of  yesterday’s  hearings,  Mr.  Stevens,  you  reques- 
ted from  me  and  I granted  to  you  the  opportunity  to  refresh  your  | 
memory  over  the  night,  and  to  give  some  thought  to  a particular  ques- 
tion that  I have  been  reiterating  in  one  form  or  another  now  as  my 
time  at  bat  has  come  for  the  last  3 days. 

In  the  interest  of  expediting  the  hearings,  the  Chair  feels  that  not 
only  in  your  case  but  in  the  case  of  all  other  witnesses  on  all  of  the  i 
various  sides  and  phases  of  this  controversy,  if  we  could  place  before 
the  committee  specifically  times  and  places  of  the  allegations  of  mis- 
conduct it  would  be  much  easier  for  the  committee  members  to  level 
their  interrogatories  directly  at  the  points  of  issue  and  I think  will  . 
move  in  the  direction  of  speeding  the  hearings  which  is  certainly  an  f 
eventuality  which  all  members  of  the  committee  equally  desire. 

So  now  let  me  ask  you  first  of  all,  Mr.  Secretary^  after  refreshino  ^ 
your  memory  and  giving  it  due  thought  and  consulting  with  whoevei 
you  thought  you  should  consult,  last  night,  whether  you  care  to  adc  ^ 
any  specific  allegations  of  improper  conduct  to  those  which  you  hav( 
made  insofar  as  Mr.  Carr  is  concerned ; and  if  the  Chair  is  correct  ir  g, 
his  memory  at  the  moment  those  allegations  are  twofold : One,  that  h(  | 
sat  in  the  presence  of  the  Senator  and/or  Mr.  Cohn  when  they  wen 
talking  to  you  about  Schine  and  did  not  try  to  stop  them  from  talking  i 
to  you  about  Schine;  and  the  other  that  you  object  to  a statemeii 
which  he  made  in  the  memoranda  which  has  been  printed,  and  sinc< 
the  memoranda  was  printed  subsequent  to  your  original  34  charges 
of  course,  that  was  not  one  of  the  allegations  you  were  making  agains 
Mr.  Carr  originally.  ^ 

Now,  will  you  answer  the  question  from  whatever  data  and  record 
you  may  have  been  able  to  gather,  or  from  your  own  memory,  s]iecifi  > 
cally  concerning  Mr.  Carr,  both  before  and  after  the  induction  o t > 
Private  Schine,  and  I shall  ask  the  same  questions  concerning  Senate 
McCarthy  and  Mr.  Cohn.  j 

Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  Mr.  Chairman,  you  have  asked  me  to  sum  , 
marize  and  segregate  my  testimony  with  res])ect  to  the  imprope  ^ 
means  which  were  to  my  knowledge  used  by  Frank  Carr,  executiv 
director  of  the  statf  of  this  subcommittee,  to  obtain  preferential  treal 
ment  for  G.  David  Schine. 

Yesterday  I stated  in  substance  that  if  the  only  evidence  produce 
in  these  hearings  against  Mr.  Carr  was  his  conduct  in  my  office  o 
October  2,  1953,  I would  accpiit  him  if  I were  his  judge.  However,  i 
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believe  that  before  these  liearinos  are  concliuled  substantial  evidence 
iin])licatin^  ]\lr.  Carr  in  the  course  of  conduct  pursued  by  Senator 
McCarthy  and  his  staff  will  be  brought  forward. 

Senator  McCAimiY.  IMr.  Chairman 

Secretary  Stevens.  In  addition  1 don't 

Senator  Mundt.  Do  you  have  a ])oint  of  order? 

Senator  McCarthy.  I have  a ]:>oint  of  order,  and  I dislike  inter- 
ru])tin^  the  Secretary,  but  since  one  of  the  very  im])ortant  matters 
to  be  decided  by  the  committee  is  whether  or  not  the  Secretary’s  mem- 
ory is  correct  when  he  recites  what  has  j^^oiie  on  months  a^o,  I think 
it  is  proper  now  to  show  that  after  refreshing  his  recollection  over 
last  ni^ht  that  instead  of  testifying  from  memory  he  is  now  reading 
from  a document. 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I think  that  should  be  clear  in  the  record. 
Senator  Mundt.  I think  that  is  projier  and  let  the  record  so  show 
if  that  is  in  accordance  with  the  fact. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Absolutely. 

Senator  Mundt.  You  may  continue  to  read. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I worked  on  this  very  diligently. 

Senator  Mundt.  Tliis  is  a document  which  you  prepared  yourself, 
Mr.  Secretary? 

Secretary  Stevens.  In  company  with  my  counsel. 

Senator  Mundt.  In  com])any  with  your  counsel? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes.  In  addition  I do  not  believe  that  it  is 
possible  to  segregate  Mr.  Carr’s  conduct  from  that  of  his  associates. 
However,  that  is  a question  which  you  must  ultimately  decide.  Mr. 
Carr  called  on  me  with  Mr.  Roy  Cohn  on  October  2, 1053.  When  they 
were  in  my  office  that  day,  I considered  that  they  were  there  for  a 
common  purpose,  and  that  Mr.  Cohn’s  statements  on  behalf  of  Schine 
met  with  Mr.  Carr’s  approval. 

As  I have  said  before,  Mr.  Cohn  did  most  of  the  talking  on  this  occa- 
sion, as  well  as  on  others,  but  at  no  time  during  the  conversation  did 
Mr.  Carr  take  exception  to  Mr.  Cohn’s  action  or  in  any  way  attempt 
to  disassociate  himself  from  the  subject  of  the  special  assignment  for 
Mr.  Schine. 

The  very  fact  that  he  was  the  executive  director  of  the  subcommittee 
staff  and  did  not  object  when  I was  asked  for  the  convenience  of  the 
subcommittee  to  make  a special  assignment  for  one  of  his  subordinates, 
left  me  with  the  definite  impression  that  he  fully  concurred  in  Mr. 
John’s  position. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman 

Senator  Mundt.  Have  you  a point  of  order? 

Senator  McCarthy.  Is  this  a new  series  of  guilt-by-silence,  I 
vender  ? 

^ Senator  Mundt.  That  is  a proper  question  for  the  Senator  to  ask  in 
lis  own  time,  and  I would  appreciate  it  if  no  spurious,  to  quote  the 
llustrious  counsel,  points  of  order  would  be  made  to  interrupt  the 
nterrogatories  in  which  I am  endeavoring  to  engage. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman 

' Senator  Mundt.  Your  point  of  order  is  over. 

I Senator  McCarthy.  May  I say  that  there  is  no  one  who  feels  more 
drongly  about  what  is  going  on  than  I,  and  I can  assure  you  that  there 
vill  be  no  interruption  unless  I think  it  is  of  importance. 
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Senator  Mundt.  Thank  you  very  much. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I think  it  is  important  now  to  make  a point  of 
order  that  the  Secretary  is  trying  to  impute  guilt  by  silence  to 
Mr.  Carr. 

I wdll  cover  it  in  my  cross-examination.  And  I don’t  ask  the  Chair 
to  rule  on  it. 

Senator  McClellan.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  we  are  all  going  to  make 
s])eeches,  then  I am  going  to  reserve  the  right  to  make  one,  too, 
directly. 

Now,  I ho])e  we  can  proceed  with  the  expedition  of  the  business  at 
hand.  But  this  interrupting  just  to  make  speeches  is  not  calculated  to 
expedite  these  hearings. 

Senator  AIcCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  quite  agrees  with  the  statement  made 
by  Senator  McClellan.  And  I think  unless  points  of  order  are  stated, 
at  the  time  that  the  interruption  is  made,  that  the  Chair  will  have  to 
discontinue  the  practice  of  recognizing  Senators  or  counsel  on  points 
of  order. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman 

Senator  Mundt.  We  have  been  as  lenient  as  possible  to  be  com- 
pletely fair,  but  they  should  be  limited  to  points  of  order  and  I am 
sure  that  counsel  and  Senators  know  enough  of  the  parliamentary 
background  to  have  some  remote  idea  at  least  to  what  a point  of  order 
actually  is. 

Senator  McCarthy.  May  I say,  jMr.  Chairman,  that  I do  intend 
to  interrupt  whenever  I find  flagrant  dishonesty  on  the  part  of  a wit- 
ness. May  I finish,  Mr.  Chairman  ? 

Senator  Mundt.  You  may  not  because  the  rules  of  the  committee  are 
very  clear  that  there  are  to  be  no  interruptions  at  any  time,  except  on 
points  of  order  dealing  with  relevancy  and  materiality. 

It  is  equally  clear  that  the  Senator  will  have  his  turn  at  bat  for  10 
minutes  when  he  can  ask  the  questions  he  thinks  should  be  asked. 
Every  other  Senator,  in  turn,  has  the  right  to  ask  the  questions  he 
wants  to  have  asked  and  to  get  the  answers  he  desires. 

The  Chair  does  not  propose  to  be  interrupted  by  points  of  order 
which  are  not  in  fact  points  of  order. 

Senator  McCarthy.  A point  of  order,  then.  I came  back  to  Wash- 
ington, and  I thought  we  adopted  rules,  and  I didn’t  know  that  we 
adopted  a rule  that  a Senator  could  only  bring  up  a point  of  order. 
I thought  that,  when  we  want  to  ask  the  Chair  a question,  we  would 
have  the  right  to  do  that.  And  I can  see  no  reason  why  we  should 
not. 

Mr.  Jenkins,  may  I please — !Mr.  Jenkins,  may  I have  the  Chair’s 
attention  ? 

Senator  Mundt.  I am  listening. 

Senator  McCarthy.  You  can’t  listen  to  both  at  once.  I know  you 
have  two  ears,  but  you  can’t  listen  to  both  people  at  once. 

Senator  Mundt.  Proceed. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman,  this  is  a matter  of  tremendousi 
importance  to  me  and  to  my  staff,  and  I don’t  think  anyone  can  ac- 
cuse me  of  interrupting  unnecessarily.  But  I — I see  Mr.  Hensel 
disapproves 

I do,  Mr.  Chairman,  thank  you  for  the  privilege  of  proceeding,, 
I do  think.  No.  1,  that  I should  be  able  to  raise  a point  of  order,  andi, 
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! No.  2,  when  I have  a question  of  the  Chair,  I think  that  I should  be  able 
i|  to  ask  that  question.  And  I assure  the  Chair  that  there  will  be  no 
questions  asked  unless  I think  they  are  important.  But  I think  we 
i should  have  that  ri^ht. 

: Senator  Mundt.  If  the  Chair  may  respond,  let  me  say  it  is  quite 

correct  that  tlie  rules  of  our  committee  were  adopted  at  meetings 
i at  which  the  Senator  was  not  present,  because  he  was  not  a voting 
member  of  the  subcommittee. 

But  the  rules  of  the  committee  are  quite  clear,  and  they  have  been 
published.  And  I am  sure  the  Senator  has  a copy  of  them, 
j All  the  Chair  can  do  is  to  enforce  them.  And  they  were  adopted 
I unanimously.  And  they  state  rather  specifically,  in  rather  clear-cut 
English,  that  there  shall  be  no  interruptions  at  any  time  except  on 
I points  of  order,  and  the  points  of  order  are  to  be  limited  to  relevancy 
and  materiality. 

I So,  for  that  reason,  the  Chair  feels  that  when  Members  of  the  Senate 
I or  counsel  desire  to  interrupt  with  a poiid  of  order  they  should  state 
that  point  of  order  so  we  can  tell  whether  or  it  is  in  fact  a point  of 
order,  to  be  heard  briefly  on  it,  and  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Chair. 

Then  a ruling  will  have  to  be  made.  If  all  of  us  will  restrain  our- 
j selves  accordingly,  we  can  expedite  the  hearing. 

To  keep  it  completely  fair,  we  provided  that  every  Member  of 
I the  Senate  and  all  counsel  would  have  10  minutes  in  which  he,  in 
turn,  can  proceed  without  interruption,  and  that  roundtable  pro- 
I cedure  would  continue  until  all  interrogations  had  been  made, 
j,  Senator  Jackson.  Mr.  Chairman,  I want  to  commend  the  chair- 
1 man 

! Senator  McCarthy.  Is  this  a point  of  order,  Mr.  Chairman? 
j Senator  Mundt.  If  he  is  going  to  commend  the  Chair,  please  don’t 
I interrupt  him.  [Laughter.] 

I Senator  Jackson.  I will  state  a point  of  order. 

Senator  Mundt.  Will  you  state  your  point  of  order,  Senator  Jack- 
^ son? 

3 Senator  Jackson.  Mr.  Chairman,  it  is  my  understanding  that  the 
f distinguished  chairman,  the  Senator  from  South  Dakota,  has  restated 
'!  the  rules  that  apply  in  this  hearing.  Am  I correct  ? 

Senator  Mundt.  That  is  correct,  as  the  Chair  understands  them. 

Senator  Jackson.  I hope  that  those  rules  will  continue  to  be  adhered 
, to  as  the  chairman  has  so  effectively  stated  them.  I,  for  one,  want 
J to  back  him  up  100  percent  in  seeing  to  it  that  they  are  carried  out 
i in  the  interest  of  expedition  of  this  hearing. 

3 Senator  Mundt.  Thank  you  very  much.  The  Chair  will  endeavor 
to  do  his  best. 

Senator  Symington.  Mr.  Chairman 

j Senator  Mundt.  A point  of  order.  Senator  Symington? 

I Senator  Symington.  I would  like  to  make  a short  observation,  and 
I that  is,  if  the  fine  statement  you  have  made  does  not  result  in  these 
hearings  proceeding  in  an  orderly  and  expeditious  fashion,  when  we 
I meet  together  tomorrow  at  10  o’clock  as  a committee  with  counsel, 
we  discuss  changing  the  rules  so  that  the  hearings  can  proceed  in  an 
orderly  fashion. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Mundt,  Have  you  a point  of  order  ? 
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Senator  McCarthy.  Yes,  I have  a very  important  point  of  order.  . 
Senator  Symington  now  suggests  that  you  change  the  ground  rules  i 
halfway  through  the  game.  As  the  Chair  well  knows,  I withdrew  ’ 
from  this  committee  and  appointed  someone  to  take  my  place,  on  i 
condition  that  we  adopt  certain  ground  rules,  that  those  rules  not  be  i' 
changed;  and  any  attempt  to  change  the  ground  rules  halfway 
through  the  game  after  the  clearcut  understanding  at  which  Mr. , 
Symington  was  present,  I think  would  be  completely  improper  and  ■ 
dishonest. 

Senator  Mundt.  May  the  Chair  state  that  he  has  no  intention,  at 
the  moment  certainly,  of  changing  the  ground  rules.  He  does  want 
to  try  to  enforce  them  as  vigorously  as  possible  in  order  to  be  fair 
to  all  parties  concerned.  One  way  to  make  them  work  effectively  is  for 
the  members  of  the  committee  and  counsel  to  refarin  from  making 
any  more  points  of  order  than  they  feel  are  absolutely  essential. 

Senator  Symington.  Mr.  Chairman,  I would  like  to  make  a com- 
ment. It  is  my  understanding  that  the  members  of  the  committee ; 
are  trying  to  live  up  to  the  rules.  If  we  do  live  up  to  the  ground  rules, 
as  they  have  been  called,  as  they  have  been  set  prior  to  the  start  of  ^ 
these  hearings,  I am  heartily  in  favor  of  those  ground  rules.  If  any  i 
individual  or  any  member  of  the  committee  or  anybody  else  attempts 
to  violate  those  rules,  then  if  I may  respectfully  say  so,  sir,  I believe - 
the  chairman  and  the  committee  and  the  counsel  should  take  those. 
steps  necessary  to  see  that  the  rules  are  carried  out.  I ‘ 

Senator  Mundt.  Proceed  with  the  testimony.  I am  sorry,  I am  [( 
entirely  at  sea  as  to  what  the  question — I will  have  to  ask  the  Secre-,.! 
tary — were  you  in  the  process  of  making  a statement  ? ' 

Secretary  Stevens.  I am  making  a statement  here. 

Senator  Mundt.  Will  you  pick  it  up  with  the  beginning  of  tlie  '■ 
paragraph  or  sentence,  so  we  can  get  the  continuity,  and  then  you  ‘ 
may  continue. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Before  I do,  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I say  witlp 
the  very  deepest  conviction  that  I deeply  resent  the  suggestion  by  || 
the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  that  as  a duly  sworn  witness  I am  _ 
taking — what  he  called  “guilty  of  flagrant  dishonesty.”  I object  tc  ^ 
that. 

Senator  Mundt.  I think  you  may  proceed  now  with  your  statement 
Secretary  Stevens.  Mr.  Carr’s  version  of  what  transpired  during^  j 
that  conference  is  a matter  of  record  in  his  memorandum  of  that  dateij 
which  has  been  released  by  Senator  McCarthy.  In  that  memoranduir  ' 
Mr.  Carr  makes  no  attempt  to  disassociate  himself  from  Koy  Cohr 
or  from  any  part  of  the  discussion  of  the  Army  future  of  Mr.  Schine  ^ 
Again,  on  November  6,  1953,  Mr.  Carr  Avas  present  in  my  office  ; 
this  time  with  Senator  McCarthy  and  Roy  Cohn.  The  memoranduii,;  ' 
released  by  Senator  McCarthy  concerning  this  conference  again  makes 
no  effort  to  disassociate  Mr.  Carr  from  the  others  present,  nor  was  1 
given  any  reason  to  assume  that  he  was  there  for  any  different  purpose 
It  was  at  this  conference  that  a request  was  made  to  make  PriA^ati 
Schine  available  for  subcommittee  business  while  at  Fort  Dix.  I an, 
not  now  able  to  give  any  exact  statement  made  by  Mr.  Carr  on  tlii.'i 
occasion,  but  I am  clear  that  he  indicated  no  disapproval  of  the  positioi  ; 
taken  by  Senator  McCarthy  and  by  Mr.  Cohn  wdth  respect  to  Privatu  ; 
Schine,  and  1 am  also  clear  that  Mr.  Carr  in  his  official  capacity  a ' 
executive  director  of  the  staff  of  this  subcommittee,  if  he  had  no j 
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agreed  with  Senator  INTcCarthy  and  Mr.  Cohn  as  to  the  subcommittee’s 
need  for  Private  Schine,  he  would  have  expressed  his  disagreement, 
iriiishedidnot  do. 

1 I next  saw  Mr.  Carr  at  a lunclieon  with  Senator  IMcCarthy  at  the 
iCarroll  Arms  Hotel  on  December  10.  On  this  occasion  Senator  ^Ic- 
jCarthy  requested  that  I assign  Private  Schine  to  New  York  City  after 
S weeks  of  basic  training,  in  order  that  Private  Schine  might,  among 
Dther  things,  examine  textbooks  used  at  West  Point.  During  this 
iuncheon,  Mr.  Carr  again  remained  relatively  silent.  However,  I 
considered  that  he  was  present  at  the  request  of  Senator  IMcCarthy 
IS  executive  director  of  the  subcommittee  staff,  and  again  he  expressed 
10  disap])roval  of  what  the  Senator  said. 

I consider  that  all  of  these  acts  were  part  of  a pattern  of  pressure 
leing  exerted  to  obtain  sjiecial  treatment  for  Mr.  Schine.  I am  sure 
;hat  Mr.  Carr  will  be  given  every  opportunity  to  ex])lain  his  conduct 
ind  to  disclaim  any  res]ionsibility  for  or  concurreiice  in  the  conduct 
)f  his  associates  if  he  so  desires.  I think  that  he  should  be  given 
ihat  o]iportunity  in  respect  to  each  of  the  occasions  on  which  he  is 
dleged  to  have  been  a participant. 

That  is  the  end  of  my  statement. 

Senator  Mundt.  You  omitted  one  of  the  statements  which  appeared 
n your  specification  of  April  13.  Unless  in  the  confusion  the  Chair 
ailed  to  hear  you,  you  did  not  refer  to  the  meeting  on  November  16, 
vhere  you  alleged  in  that  statement  that  on  or  about  November  16, 
953,  Mr.  Cohn  and  Mr.  Carr  renewed  the  threats  that  are  recited  in 
baragraph  11  above,  this  time  directing  them  to  Secretary  Stevens. 
Senator  J ackson.  Where  is  that  ? 

I Senator  Mundt.  That  is  item  No.  12  on  the  specifications,  on  page  3, 
'November  16. 

i Are  you  withdrawing  that  ? Have  you  comment  to  make  upon  that  ? 

I Secretary  Stevens.  Sir.  Chairman,  I was  given  a great  deal  of  night- 
york  to  do,  and  several  of  my  staff.  We  may  have  made  an  omission, 
^f  we  have,  it  is  a complete  oversight  and  I would  like  to  have  the 
ipportunity  to  check  it. 

■ Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  would  be  very  happy  to  have  you 
estify  to  this  one  on  memory,  because  you  devoted  most  of  the  night 
b try  to  revive  the  situation  and  try  to  bring  it  back  to  the  forefront 
If  your  mind.  I think  perhaps  you  could  testify  as  to  this  incident 
rom  memory. 

« Are  you  able  to  find  it  for  him,  Mr.  St.  Clair  ? Do  you  have  what 
have  in  mind  ? 

I Very  good. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I have  testified  in  regard  to  that  meeting  at 
iiigth.  Senator  Mundt. 

Senator  Mundt.  I do  not  want  you  to  go  back  to  the  meeting  except 
asofar  as  Mr.  Carr  threatened  you.  That  is  a very  serious  charge. 

would  like  to  know  whether  he  gave  you  an  audible  threat  or  a 
hysical  threat  or  by  gesture,  or  whether  it  was  just  a threat  that 
esulted  from  the  fact  that  he  was  present  and  sat  silent. 

Secretary  Stevens.  He  didn’t  sit  silent. 

Senator  Mundt.  Very  well.  What  did  he  say? 

Secretary  Stevens.  This  meeting  on  the  16th  of  November  came 
bout  in  the  first  instance  due  to  the  press  conference  that  I 
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held  on  the  12th  of  November,  and  Mr.  Carr—  vlr.  Cohn  called  on 
me 

Senator  Mundt.  I am  sorry.  My  time  has  expired.  I will  have  to 
revert  to  that  in  my  next  10  minutes. 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  quite  all  right.  I want  to  try  to  answer 
this  question  for  you,  Senator  Mundt.  I am  searching  my  mind,  l| 
which  has  gotten  thoroughly  full  over  the  thing  over  a period  of  some 
13  hours  in  this  witness  chair. 

Senator  Mundt.  I appreciate  that. 

Before  my  time  comes  around  again,  we  will  have  about  another 
hour,  but  I am  afraid  not  to  do  uninterrupted  thinking.  But  you 
will  have  anotlier  hour. 

Senator  McClellan  ? 

Senator  McClellan.  Mr.  Secretary,  you  say  you  have  been  pretty 
well  occupied  during  the  last  evening.  Just  before  we  recessed  I 
asked  you  if  you  might  get  up  for  us  the  number  of  man-hours  that 
have  been  consumed  on  the  part  of  the  Army  by  reason  of  this  con- 
troversy, by  reason  of  your  allegations  that  undue  pressure  has  been 
applied  in  order  to  secure  preferential  treatment  for  Mr.  Schine. 
Were  you  able  to  work  on  that  last  night? 

Secretary  Stevens.  We  were  not  able  to  complete  that  assignment. 

Senator  McClellan.  Then,  Mr.  Secretary,  if  you  haven’t  been 
able  to  complete  it,  I will  defer  that  until  such  time  as  you  may  be 
able  to  supply  it.  In  the  meantime,  in  the  interest  of  expediting  j 
these  hearings  to  a conclusion,  1 shall  not  ask  any  ether  questions. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Dirksen  asked  the  Chair  t<^  advise  his  col-  j 
leagues  that  he  is  temporarily  detained  on  the  floor  and  that  he  does  , 
have  some  more  questions  of  Secretary  Stevens  and  will  be  here  j 
shortly . 

We  will  go  now  to  Senator  Jackson.  ^ 

Senator  Jackson.  Mr.  Secretary,  to  revert  to  the  agreement  al  ^ 
Fort  Dix  with  reference  to  the  granting  of  passes  to  Private  Schine  ^ 
in  fairness  to  Senator  McCarthy,  can  you  say  that  he  necessarily  jj 
knew  about  all  of  the  requests  from  Mr.  Cohn  and/or  Mr.  Carr  for  hi: 
release.  Private  Schine’s  release  from  Fort  Dix  from  time  to  time  ir 
connection  with  committee  business? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  Senator  Jackson,  I could  not  make  tha 
statement.  ^ | 

Senator  Jackson.  So  that  it  is  conceivable  that  Senator  McCarthy 
might  not  have  known  about  the  various  requests  made  on  the  bas< 
commander  and/or  officers  at  Fort  Dix  ? J 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  perfectly  possible.  5^! 

Senator  Jackson.  I assume,  then,  that  is  why  you  sent  Mr.  Adams  t<  ; 
see  Senator  McCarthy  about  this.  You  heard  about  it?  | 

Secretary  Stevens.  Oh,  yes,  I heard  about  it. 

Senator  Jackson.  And  Mr.  Adams  was  sent  to  see  Senator  Me  , , 
Carthy,  is  that  right  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  He  would  have  to  testify  on  that. 

Senator  Jackson.  You  don’t  know  of  your  own  knowledge? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I believe  that  was  while  I Avas  in  the  Far  East 

Senator  Jackson.  Now,  there  is  one  other  matter  that  I Avould  likO  ^ 
to  see  if  we  can  t,  if  possible,  get  cleared  up.  There  has  been  a lot  c 
talk  here  in  res['Oiise  to  questions  about  the  suspension  of  hearings  c 
investigations  in  connection  with  the  Fort  Monmouth  matter.  Am 
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correct  in  understanding  from  all  of  your  testimony  up  to  now  that 
you  never  requested  a suspension  of  the  investigation  by  Senator 
McCarthy’s  committee? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  Senator  .Jackson,  at  the  meeting  in  New 
York  on  October  14, 1 got  tlie  impression  that  Senator  McCarthy  was 
about  to  turn  this  hearing  of  Fort  Monmouth  over  to  the  Army.  And 
that  did  not  take  place,  and  perhaps  I had  an  incorrect  impression. 

Senator  Jackson.  Well,  Mr.  Secretary,  in  your  mind  did  you  make 
a distinction  between  the  suspension  of  an  investigation  and  the 
suspension  of  a hearing? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I certainly  did. 

Senator  Jackson.  Will  you  explain  what  that  distinction  is?  And 
I am  just  trying  to  clarify  this  record,  if  it  is  possible. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  the  difference,  in  my  mind,  was  a commit- 
tee of  Congress,  if  it  is  embarked  on  an  investigation,  that  that  in- 
vestigation ought  to  run  just  as  long  as  the  committee  wants  it  to  run, 
without  any  interference  or  suggestion  by  anybody. 

Senator  Jackson.  Then  I assume  that  you  had  no  objection,  is 
that  right? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I had  no  objection. 

Senator  Jackson.  To  the  investigation? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right.  None  whatever.  The  thing  that 
I objected  to  was  the  type  of  hearing  that  was  being  held  which  was 
resulting  in  very  exaggerated  headlines  that  had  little  relation  to  the 
facts  that  were  being  developed  at  Fort  Monmouth. 

Senator  Jackson.  How  did  that  result,  and  will  you  just  explain 
how  did  the  hearing — it  was  an  executive  hearing,  I understand,  that 
was  being  held.  And  how  did  that  result  in  what  you  referred  to  as 
an  exaggerated  result  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  it  resulted  from  Senator  McCarthy’s  sum- 
mary of  what  transpired  at  the  executive  hearing  when  he  came  out  of 
the  hearing  and  addressed  the  press.  And  they  would  take,  naturally, 
what  Senator  McCarthy  told  them.  And  that  would  be  the  basis  of 
the  story,  and  it  gave  indication,  for  example,  that  quite  a bit  of 
espionage  was  going  on  at  Fort  Monmouth.  And  I have  repeatedly 
testified  I did  not  in  November  know  of  any  current  espionage  at 
Fort  Monmouth,  and  I do  not  now. 

Senator  Jackson.  Then,  do  I understand  your  testimony  correctly, 
that  what  you  wanted  was  a suspension  of  that  type  of  hearing,  which 
resulted  in  those  summary  statements  to  the  press,  after  an  executive 
tjsession ; is  that  what  you  wanted  us  to  hear  ? 

I Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  what  I wanted,  to  stop  this  hammering 
over  the  head  of  the  Army. 

Senator  Jackson.  You  did  not  ask  for  a suspension  or  termination 
of  the  investigation  by  the  committee  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Jackson.  That  is  all,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Potter. 

Senator  Potter.  Mr.  Secretary,  in  reply  to  a question  by  Senator 
J ackson,  you  stated  that  it  was  your  impression  that  Senator  McCarthy 
had  more  or  less  agreed  to  turn  the  investigation  of  Fort  Mon- 
mouth over  to  the  Army  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I got  that  impression. 

' Senator  Potter^  Now,  what  gave  you  that  impression  ? 
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Army  carry  it  along  and  report  to  him  on  progress  and  he  would  under- 
take something  else. 

Now,  that  was  my  impression. 

Senator  Potter.  Can  you  recall  any  conversation  that  you  had  with  ii 
Senator  McCarthy  concerning  the  committee  allowing  the  Army  to 
carry  on  this  investigation  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I can’t  recall  the  actual  language  used,  Senator  | 
Potter,  no.  I received  that  impression.  i 

Senator  Potter.  You  can’t  testify  that  Senator  McCarthy  said 
“Well,  you  can  carry  on  the  investigation  and  we  will  step  out  of  the 
picture?” 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  I don’t  think  he  said  it  that  way. 

Senator  Potter.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  I may,  in  order  to  expedite  this 
hearing,  I would  just  as  soon  have  the  Secretary  continue  with  the  | 
document  he  was  reading  at  your  request,  if  that  is  agreeable  with 
you. 

Senator  Mundt.  I would  be  perfectly  happy  to  have  you  proceed, 
as  that  would  bring  it  out. 

Senator  Potter.  I believe  that  you  completed  your  summation  of 
the  specific  charges  concerning  Mr.  Carr.  That  is  with  the  exception 
of  this  one  that  had  been  omitted,  one  meeting  had  been  omitted. 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Potter.  Now,  I would  like  to  ask  you  if  you  would  report 
on  the  specific  allegations  made  concerning  Mr.  Cohn  on  behalf  of 
Mr.  Schine. 

Secretary  Stevens.  These  brief  statements  are,  of  course,  Mr.  Chair- 
man and  Senator  Potter,  an  attempt  at  a synopsis  and  segregation  of 
testimony  concerning  these  individuals,  because  I have  testified  at 
great  length  with  respect  to  my  personal  knowledge  of  all  of  these 
matters,  and  it  is  very  hard  to  boil  it  all  down  to  a very  simple  state- 
ment. But  I have  attempted  to  do  that  in  the  brief  time  that  has  been 
available. 

Synopsis  and  segregation  of  testimony  concerning  Mr.  Cohn : Eoy 
Cohn  was  probably  the  principal  source  of  pressure  brought  upon  the 
Department  of  the  Army  to  obtain  special  treatment  for  G.  David 
Schine.  Most  of  the  pressure  was  brought  to  bear  upon  other  mem- 
bers of  the  Department  of  the  Army,  who  reported  his  efforts  to  me 
from  time  to  time. 

My  first  personal  contact  with  Cohn  on  the  subject  of  Schine  was  on 
October  2,  1953,  when  he  and  Frank  Carr  visited  my  office.  At  that 
time,  Mr.  Cohn  asked  me  to  assign  Schine  to  New  York  City,  im-  j 
mediately  upon  his  induction  into  the  Army,  and  without  any  basic 
training. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Mundt.  A point  of  order  ? 

Senator  McCarthy.  Yes,  I wanted  to  save  time:  If  we  couldn’t 
have  the  reporter  show  at  all  times  when  any  witness  is  reading  from 
a document  and  when  he  is  testifying  without  a document  and  I thint 
that  that  may  be  very  important  later  on  in  the  course  of  these  pro- 
ceedings. 


Secretary  Stevens.  His  hearings  had  been  going  for  about  a week,  „ 
and  I think  that  he  felt  that  he  had  gotten  this  thing  started  from  the  i 
standpoint  of  this  committee,  and  he  would  be  satisfied  to  have  the  -i 
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Senator  Mundt.  It  would  be  perfectly  ])ro])er.  The  re])orter  could 
mark  in  parenthesis  “reading”,  and  that  would  be  all  right. 

Secretary  Stevens  (reading)  : 

On  October  22,  Mr.  Cohn  called  me  from  New  York  and  telling  Mr.  Scliine  was 
to  be  inducted  on  November  11,  asked  me  to  grant  Scbine  a 2-week  furlough. 

During  this  call,  Mr.  Cohn  also  suggested  that  Scbine  might  be  used  by  the 
Central  Intelligence  Agency.  As  a result  of  this  and  another  call  with  Mr.  Cohn 
on  October  81,  Scbine  was  given  2 weeks  temporary  duty  as  soon  as  be  was 
inducted.  The  length  of  this  duty  was  subsequently  reduced  at  the  request  of 
Senator  McCarthy. 

On  November  0,  Senator  McCarthy,  Mr.  Cohn,  and  Mr.  Carr  were  in  my  office 
for  an  extended  conference.  Mr.  Cohn  participated  in  the  request  that  Scbine 
be  made  available  for  committee  business  while  at  Fort  Dix. 

Following  this,  I believe  that  the  contact  with  Mr.  Cohn  regarding  Scliine 
were  by  Mr.  Adams  and  other  personnel  in  the  Department  of  the  Army. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Potter? 

Senator  Potter.  I understand  you  also  have  a synopsis  of  your  con- 
versations with  Senator  McCarthy  on  the  same  issue,  is  that  correct? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes.  sir. 

Senator  Potter.  You  also  will  read  from  a document  which  you 
have? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Potter.  In  order  to  expedite  the  hearings,  Mr.  Chairman, 
I suggest  that  you  give  that  report,  Mr.  Secretary. 

Secretary  Stevens  (reading)  : 

Synopsis  and  segregation  of  testimony  concerning  Senator  McCarthy:  I shall 
attempt  to  summarize  my  testimony  with  respect  to  what  I consider  the  im- 
proper pressure  brought  upon  me  by  Senator  McCarthy  in  order  to  obtain  special 
treatment  for  David  Scbine,  both  before  his  induction  into  the  Army  and  there- 
after. 

My  first  contact  with  Senator  McCarthy  at  which  the  subject  of  David  Schine 
was  discussed  was  on  September  10,  1953. 

On  this  occasion  the  Senator  asked  me  for  a direct  commission  for  Mr.  Schine, 
even  though  it  had  previously  been  determined  that  he  was  not  qualified  for  a 
direct  commission  in  the  Army. 

On  this  occasion  Senator  McCarthy  also  suggested  that  Mr.  Schine  be  made  a 
special  assistant  to  me  as  Secretary  of  the  Army  or  to  the  Intelligence  Division 
of  the  Army  staff. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Wliat  is  the  date  of  that  ? 

Senator  Mundt.  Will  you  repeat  the  date  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  September  16. 

Senator  Mundt.  You  may  proceed. 

Secretary  Stevens  (reading)  : 

Schine  w’as  inducted  into  the  Army  on  November  3.  On  November  6,  at  a 
luncheon  in  my  office.  Senator  McCarthy  and  members  of  his  staff  requested  that 
I make  Private  Schine  available  for  committee  business  wdiile  he  was  stationed 
at  Fort  Dix. 

On  November  7,  Senator  McCarthy  again  suggested  that  Schine  be  given  a 
few  weekends  off  while  at  Fort  Dix. 

On  December  10,  at  a luncheon  which  I attended  wdth  Senator  McCarthy  and 
Frank  Carr  at  the  Carroll  Arms  Hotel,  Senator  McCarthy  requested  me  to  as- 
sign Private  Schine  to  New  York  City  after  he  completed  8 w^eeks  of  basic 
training  so  that  Private  Schine  could  examine  textbooks  then  being  used  at 
West  Point,  among  other  things. 

Again,  on  January  14,  1954,  Senator  McCarthy  requested  that  I especially 
assign  Private  Schine  to  the  New  York  area. 

The  cumulative  effect  of  these  requests  made  upon  me  by  Senator  McCarthy, 
when  considered  together  with  the  conduct  of  members  of  his  staff,  comprise 
a picture  of  unusual  pressure  to  obtain  special  treatment  for  Private  Schine. 

Senator  Potteur.  I have  nothing  further,  Mr.  Chairman. 
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Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Symington  ? 

Senator  Symington.  Mr.  Secretary,  I would  like  to  pursue  with  i) 
you  a minute  this  question  of  the  hearing.  First,  you  are  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army,  and  therefore  interested  in  the  morale  of  the  Army ; is 
that  correct  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Symington.  In  fact,  the  morale  of  the  Army  is  a respon- 
sibility delegated  to  you  by  the  Secretary  of  Defense  and  the  Com- 
mander in  Chief;  is  that  correct? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Symington.  The  reason  that  you  became  worried  about  j 
these  Fort  Monmouth  hearings  was  because  you  felt  that  the  results  | 
of  those  hearings,  along  with  the  hearings  themselves,  were  affecting 
the  morale  of  the  Army ; is  that  correct  ? i 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Symington.  In  what  way  were  they  affecting  it  ? ^ 

Secretary  Stevens.  It  was  being  indicated  that  our  installations,  . 
for  instance,  at  Fort  Monmouth  were  completely  infiltrated;  that  I 
espionage  was  abundant,  and  that  the  situation  was  not  being  cleaned  I 
up. 

Senator  Symington.  As  I understand  it,  after  these  executive  hear- 
ings, which  is  generally  the  word  for  private  hearings,  you  felt  that 
statements  were  being  given  to  the  press  or  implied  to  the  press  that 
there  was  espionage  at  Fort  Monmouth  to  a large  extent;  is  that 
correct  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  to  a considerable  extent.  That  is  right. 
Senator  Symington. 

Senator  Symington.  As  a result  of  that,  our  troops  and  our  com- 
mand stations,  our  officers,  our  enlisted  men  all  over  the  world  would 
be  very  worried  and  that  would  lower  their  battle  morale;  is  that 
correct  ? ^ 

Secretary  Stevens.  I would  think  that  would  certainly  follow. 

Senator  Symington.  Therefore,  you  were  anxious  to  have  the  na- 
ture of  the  hearings  suspended,  is  that  correct  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Symington.  In  other  words,  it  wasn’t  the  hearings  them- 
selves, but  the  way  the  hearings  were  being  conducted  and  the  nature 
of  the  hearings — that  is  what  you  wanted  suspended  as  against  the  ; 
hearings  themselves? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right ; not  the  hearings. 

Senator  Symington.  At  no  time  did  you  feel  that  the  investigation 
itself  should  stop  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Symington.  Is  that  correct  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Symington.  You  were  anxious,  actually,  if  the  hearings 
went  on  on  the  basis  you  thought  was  fair  to  the  Army  and  right  foi  ; 
the  Army’s  morale — you  were  anxious  to  have  the  hearings  contained:  . 

is  that  correct  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I would  have  been  thoroughly  satisfied  to  havf 
them  continue  on  that  basis.  j 

Senator  Symington.  Let  me  ask  another  question  with  respect  tc  | 
Mr.  Carr.  Some  of  the  members  of  the  committe  have  gotten  ver)  ^ 
interested  in  that,  and  that  has  increased  my  interest* 
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As  1 understand  it,  your  counsel  and  your  assistant  counsel  made 
up  these  charges  together,  without  you  present;  is  that  correct? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  ri^ht. 

Senator  Symington.  I asked  you  several  days  ago  in  the  hearings 
whetlier  or  not,  if  you  had  made  them  up,  you  would  have  left  Mr. 
Carr’s  name  out,  and  you  said  you  Avould  not;  is  that  correct? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Symington.  Hut  you  feel  that  subsequent  Avitnesses  will 
justify  your  position  in  this  matter,  and  that  you  cannot  justify  it  uoav 
because  you  haven’t  got  the  memory  Avith  respect  to  ^Ir.  (’an*,  in  that 
the  other  people  present  did  the  most  talking;  is  that  correct? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Symington.  Since  Ave  adjourned  for  lunch  today,  several 
people  have  mentioned  to  me  about  Avhy  isn’t  Mr.  Schine  here.  I 
Avould  like  to  ask  you,  Mr.  Secretary,  is  ^Ir.  Scliine  available  any  time 
to  the  committee,  or  has  counsel  decided  to  bring  him  in  to  the  court- 
room or  the  hearing  room  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Any  time;  yes,  sir. 

Senator  Symington.  In  other  Avords,  there  is  no  effort  on  the  ]iart 
of  the  Army  in  any  Avay,  of  any  character  Avhatsoever,  to  prevent  Mr. 
Schine’s  being  here  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  He  Avas  brought  to  lYashington  and  tempo- 
rarily assigned  here  at  Fort  JNfyer  in  order  to  be  available. 

Senator  Symington.  In  order  to  be  available  any  time  the  commit- 
tee or  its  counsel  or  any  proper  authority  asked  for  him  to  be  here, 
is  that  right? 

Secretary  Stearns.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Welch.  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Mundt.  Have  you  a point  of  order  ? 

Mr.  Welch.  I think  Mr.  Jenkins  Avill  state  he  has  been  available  to 
Mr.  Jenkins  at  any  time. 

]Mr.  Jenkins.  That  is  entirely  correct. 

Senator  Mundt.  Proceed,  Senator. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Just  a question,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  McCarthy  ? 

Senator  McCarthy.  It  is  in  the  nature  of  the  conversation  that  has 
been  going  on  back  and  forth. 

Senator  Symington.  May  I ask  that  this  not  be  taken  out  of  my 
dme  ? 

Senator  McCarthy.  I hope  it  is  not.  In  vieAV  of  the  statement 
made  by  Army  counsel  and  in  vieAV  of  the  statement  made  by  Mr. 
lenkins,  I should  like  to  inquire  whether  or  not  Mr.  Schine  was  under 
orders  from  the  Army  to  be  here  the  same  as  the  generals  and  the 
colonels  who  I see.  I don’t  blame  them.  I knoAv  they  are  under 
brders.  Whether  Mr.  Schine  was  also  ordered  to  be  here,  or  whether 
he  has  been  ordered  to  be  at  Fort  Myer.  I think  Mr.  Stevens  can 
insAver  that. 

i Secretary  Stevens.  May  I have  that  reread,  please? 

Senator  Symington.  If  it  is  a point  of  order,  it  is  a point  of  order, 
fs  it  a point  of  order  to  ask  a question  of  the  witness? 

Senator  McCarthy.  Here  is  the  point  of  order,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Mundt.  What  is  the  point  of  order  ? 

46620°— 54— pt.  10 3 


382 


SPECIAL  INVESTIGATION 


Senator  McCarthy.  The  point  of  order  is  this:  Mr.  Symington 
has  asked  Mr.  Stevens  whether  or  not  Mr.  Schine  was  available.  I 
think  it  is  a very  important  point  to  ask  Mr.  Stevens  whether  Mr. 
Schine  has  been  ordered  to  be  at  Camp  Myer  or  to  be  here.  We  know 
that  certain  other  officers  have  been  ordered  to  be  here.  I think  that 
is  an  important  point  of  order  to  settle  at  this  time,  whether  he  can 
create  the  impression  in  answering  the  question 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  is  not  sure  that  either  the  statement  by 
Mr.  Welch  or  Senator  McCarthy  is  actually  a point  of  order,  but 
believes  as  long  as  Mr.  Welch  did  indicate  that  Mr.  Schine  was  avail- 
able, it  might  be  appropriate  to  find  out  whether  or  not  he  has  been 
ordered  to  be  here  or  is  simply  available  if  the  committee  calls  him. 
We  will  have  it  out  of  the  way. 

Mr.  Welch.  Mr.  Chairman,  I will  try  to  state  that.  Private  Schine 
was  in  a camp  in  the  South 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Mundt.  He  is  going  to  answer  the  question  now. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I don’t  think  counsel  should  testify  unless  he 
is  under  oath.  Mr.  Stevens  can  answer  this. 

Mr.  Welch.  I doubt  if  Mr.  Stevens  knows  the  details.  Mr.  Jenkins 
knows  what  happened  about  him. 

Senator  McCarthy.  A point  of  order. 

Mr.  Welch.  We  can  have  Mr.  Jenkins  state  it. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman,  a point  of  order.  I don’t  want 
to  have  this  young  man  over  here  testifying  unless  he  is  under  oath. 

Senator  Muxdt.  May  the  Chair  say  he  is  indulging  the  Senator 
solely  because  he  indulged  Mr.  Welch  to  point  out  that  Schine  was 
available.  I am  trying  to  find  out  in  response  to  the  Senator’s  solicita- 
tion whether  that  availability  means  he  has  been  ordered  to  be  here,  or 
whether  our  committee  has  to  order  him  in  order  to  have  him  appear. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I think  the  Chair  is  correct. 

Senator  Mundt.  All  we  are  trying  to  do  is  find  out.  If  the  Senator 
does  not  want  me  to  find  out,  I will  desist.  If  you  want  me  to  find  out, 
I shall  do  my  best  to  find  out. 

Can  you  answer  that,  Mr.  Welch,  or  Mr.  Stevens? 

Mr.  Welch.  Mr.  Jenkins  could  also  answer  it.  Mr.  Schine  is  in, 
this  area  at  this  moment.  If  the  committee  wishes  him  in  this  room,  i 
I think  I may  speak  for  the  Army  in  saying  that  he  will  be  made  i 
available  in  this  room.  He  has  been  constantly  available  to  Mr. 
Jenkins,  and  he  has  not  been  interviewed  by  me  or  anyone  on  my  staff. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  I specifically  requested  Mr.  Welch  to  make  Mr.  Schine 
available  to  me  for  interrogation.  That  was  done.  Mr.  Schine  is  in 
the  area  and  I have  talked  to  him  briefly,  and  Mr.  Cohn  has  promised 
to  make  him  available  to  me  as  a witness  for  the  committee  when  and 
if  I desire  to  discuss  the  case  with  him  fully.  The  Army  has  likewise 
l^romised  that,  and  it  is  my  understanding  that  he  is  assigned  to  a 
camp  here  in  or  near  Washington,  and  that  in  the  meantime  he  has 
been,  and  perhaps  is  now  working  with  the  committee  in  the  prepara- 
tion of  its  case. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Symington. 

Senator  Symington.  In  order  to  satisfy  Senator  McCarthy  and 
perhaps  myself,  too,  as  a result  of  this  discussion,  I would  recommend 
to  the  committee  that  ^Ir.  David  Schine  be  told  to  come  into  this 
hearing  room  and  stay  here  until  these  hearings  are  over. 
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I don’t  quite  know  where  I was  in  my  questions,  but  I will  try  to 
pick  it  up.  I would  like  to  make  a statement  at  this  point,  Mr. 
Chairman. 

Before  these  hearings  started  and  when  it  became  known  they 
would  be  started,  the  committee  decided  there  would  be  no  other  hear- 
ings of  this  committee  until  these  ditrerences  which  in  effect  actually 
are  differences  between  the  executive  and  legislative  branches  of  our 
Government,  are  resolved ; the  committee  decides  who  in  its  opinion 
among  these  participants  and  principals  is  telling  the  truth. 

As  Senator  McCarthy  stated  yesterday,  my  office  and  the  office  of 
other  Senators  were  informed  that  he  wished  to  go  ahead  with  these 
hearings  but  then  this  committee  had  already  passed  a resolution  that 
no  other  hearings  would  be  continued,  although  the  committee  felt 
that  investigations  of  communism  in  Government  or  anywhere  else, 
all  members  of  the  committee  felt  that  that  was  of  great  importance. 
It  was  of  paramount  importance. 

Now,  there  are  other  committees  to  which  this  regular  staff  of  this 
committee  could  be  assigned,  and  Chairman  ^lundt  has  told  me 
that  these  regular  staff  members  of  this  committee  are  not  working  for 
this  special  committee  during  these  investigations.  And  therefore, 
I am  sure,  they  would  be  available.  In  fact,  I have  seen  quite  a few 
of  them  periodically  in  these  hearings. 

This  committee  could  vote  as  to  whether  the  staff  of  this  committee 
could  be  temporarily  but  promptly  transferred  to  another  committee, 
and  in  that  way  not  only  would  there  be  no  criticism  of  any  of  the 
principals,  but  there  could  be  no  possible  criticism  of  this  committee 
as  not  doing  everything  possible  to  further  and  expedite  the  investiga- 
tions of  communism  in  Government  or  anywhere  else. 

That  is,  if  the  staff  members  of  this  committee  were  transferred  to 
another  committee,  this  would  seem  important  to  me  because  after 
many  months  of  working  with  this  committee,  I am  sure  that  every 
one  of  the  members  is  anxious  to  pursue  all  proper  investigations  of 
communism. 

I submit  that  to  the  Chair  for  consideration  and  hope  we  can  dis- 
cuss it  at  the  first  meeting  of  the  full  committee  since  the  hearings 
started  which  the  chairman  has  called  for  tomorrow  morning. 

I have  no  further  comments  or  questions. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Could  I ask  the  Senator  a question?  Does 
he  propose  to  transfer  the  permanent  chairman  to  another  committee, 
also? 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Dworshak  ? 

Senator  Symington.  I would  say  that  is  a point  of  disorder,  Mr. 
Chairman. 

Senator  Dworshak.  I have  no  questions. 

Senator  Mundt.  Mr.  Welch,  you  have  10  minutes. 

Mr.  Welch.  I think  I need  none  at  this  point,  sir. 

Senator  Mundt.  Now,  Senator  McCarthy,  you  or  Mr.  Cohn  or 
Mr.  Carr  have  10  minutes. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Stevens,  one  of  the  points  raised  by  coun- 
sel when  he  was  questioning  you  was  whether  or  not  Dave  Schine  had 
called  his  girl  friend,  and  I think,  out  of  consideration  of  Dave,  you 
didn’t  mention  the  city. 

Let  me  ask  this : Is  it  true  that  there  is  a regular  telephone  center 
at  Fort  Dix  and  that  almost  any  night  you  can  go  in  there  and  you 
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will^  find  hundreds  of  privates  calling  people,  I assume  many  of  them 
calling  their  girl  friends  ? 

Secretary  S^tevens.  I have  never  been  in  that  particular 

Senator  McCarthy.  Is  it  special  consideration  to  allow  a private  to 
call  his  girl  friend  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I would  say  not. 

Senator  McCarthy.  In  other  words,  you  don’t  think  that  we  inter- 
vened as  a committee  to  allow  Private  Schine  to  go  into  the  regular 
telephone  center  which  they  have  and  call  up  his  girl  friend,  do  you  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Assuming  that  he  did  it  when  he  wasn’t  in  train- 
ing or  other  requirements. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Do  you  have  any  evidence  he  did  it,  he  left 
training  to  do  it  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I beg  your  pardon? 

Senator  McCarthy.  Do  you  have  any  evidence  he  did  it  while  he 
should  have  been  training  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  personally  have  any  evidence  of  that, 
but  General  Ryan  could  testify  on  that. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Now,  let  me  ask  you  this:  General  Howard, 
who  is  the  commanding  officer  of  Mr.  Schine,  and  I ask  this  because  of 
the  claim  that  Mr.  Schine  took  time  off  to  do  committee  work  when 
he  should  have  been  training — General  Howard  had  this  to  say  ac- 
cording to  the  press. 

He  said  in  a story  at  Camp  Gordon,  Ga.,  UP : 

Schine’s  commanding  general  held  a news  conference  after  the  graduation 
and  described  the  private  as  a good  soldier  with  excellent  character  and  su- 
perior efficiency. 

, Now  in  view  of  that,  would  you  say  that  his  time  off,  calling  his 
girl  friends,  if  he  took  that  time  off,  had  materially  interfered  with 
his  training  ? 

Secretary  Ste\t:ns.  I would  say  that  his  record  at  Camp  Gordon 
w^as  an  entirely  different  thing  from  his  record  at  Fort  Dix,  sir. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Now,  may  I say  this : I am  embarrassed  before 
the  American  people  to  sit  here  taking  the  time  of  all  of  the  Sena-  j 
tors  and  the  generals  talking  about  one  private  who  called  his  girl 
friend.  And  I thought  that  was  a common  practice,  and  I didn’t  think  ^ 
it  should  be  frowned  upon  in  the  Army  and,  perhaps,  in  some  other  , i 
departments.  c 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  you  brought  this  matter  up  as  improper 
on  his  part,  I think  that  I perhaps  should  go  into  it  to  some  extent.  i 

Is  it  true  that  one  of  the  charges  made  against  Mr.  Schine — and 
again  may  I say  that  I have  no  record  of  this,  because  Mr.  Schine  n 
was  ordered  not  to  discuss  the  charges,  and  the  only  record  I have  is  [ 
a left-wing  paper  who  got  the  charges  which  we  couldn’t  get.  And 
one  of  the  charges  was  his  shoes  were  commercially  polished.  Was ; 
that  one  of  the  bits  of  special  favor  he  got,  he  was  allowed  to  pay  10  p; 
cents  to  have  his  shoes  polished  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  know,  sir.  e 

Senator  McCarthy.  Did  you  hear  that  ? t 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  I didn’t  hear  that.  ; 

Senator  McCarthy.  Have  you  had  the  report  from  the  IG  ? ; t 

Secretary  Ste\t^ns.  No,  sir,  I don’t. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Did  you  see  it  ? 

Secretary  Stephens.  No,  sir. 
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Senator  IVIcCarthy.  Another  charge,  as  announced,  tliat  lie  had 
special  boots  with  strajis  and  buckles  on  the  side.  In  other  words,  I 
understand  that  Dave  has  about  a size  12  or  13  foot,  and  he  couldn’t 
get  a 13 — Roy  said  13 — a shoe  at  the  usual  place,  so  he  went  down 
town  and  bought  a shoe.  That  is  one  of  the  charges  against  him. 

You  don’t  think  the  committee  intervened  to  allow  him  to  buy  a 
special  shoe,  do  you  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I wouldn’t  know.  I don’t  have  any  informa- 
tion on  that,  Senator  McCarthy. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Don’t  you  think  you  should  get  the  Inspector 
General’s  report  and  read  it  over,  because  I think  it  should  be  used 
in  the  comic  strip,  really,  rather  than  before  a committee. 

Another  charge  was  that  he  had  a fur-lined  hood,  is  that  pretty 
serious,  do  you  think? 

Secretary  Stevens.  What  is  that  ? 

Senator  McCarthy.  He  had  a fur-lined  hood.  Or  that  he  com- 
plained about  the  cold  weather.  And  do  you  think  that  this  com- 
mittee intervened  to  allow  him  to  complain  about  the  cold  weather? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I wouldn’t  think  so ; and  I don’t  know  anything 
about  it. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Another  charge  was  that  instead  of  walking 
behind  the  jeep  that  was  parked,  he  walked  in  front  of  the  jeep.  And 
do  you  think  that  anyone  on  the  committee  called  and  asked  permis- 
sion for  him  to  walk  in  front  of  the  jeep  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  have  any  information  on  that.  Senator. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Don’t  you  think,  actually,  Mr.  Secretary,  that 
this  is  all  ridiculous  in  the  extreme  for  this  committee  and  all  of  these 
excellent  Army  officers  to  be  sitting  here  trying  to  find  out  why  a 
private  in  the  Army  was  successively  promoted  until  he  is  finally  up 
to  the  very  top  position  of  private  ? What  do  you  think  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  I think  you  would  like  to  have  had  him 
something  other  than  a private. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  must  remind  the  audience  of  any  mani- 
festation of  approval  or  disapproval. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I don’t  mind  that. 

Let  us  for  the  time  being  assume  that  what  you  say  is  right.  If  I 
wanted  him  as  something  other  than  a private,  I was  awfully  unsuc- 
cessful, wasn’t  I?  Isn’t  that  right? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  wasn’t  your  fault.  Senator. 

Senator  McCarthy.  And,  likewise,  if,  as  was  claimed,  you  and  Mr. 
Adams  wanted  to  get  us  to  call  off  the  hearings,  you  also  were  very 
unsuccessful  up  until  the  time  you  filed  your  charges  against  Mr. 
Carr,  Mr.  Cohn,  and  myself  ? 

In  other  words,  do  you  follow  me,  there  is  a charge  here  that  some- 
body, McCarthy,  Cohn,  or  Carr,  tried  to  get  Schine  promoted  beyond 
private. 

There  was  also  the  charge  that  Mr.  Adams  and  others  tried  to 
get  us  to  call  off  the  hearing.  I think  we  should  make  the  record 
very  clear  now,  that  if  it  is  true  those  attempts  were  made,  they  were 
awfully  unsuccessful  up  until  the  time  you  filed  the  charges  against 
the  committee,  isn’t  that  right,  and  then  the  hearings  were  called  off  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  You  and  I discussed  that  at  length  yesterday. 
And  I say  that  when  the  Army  answered  Senator  Potter’s  letter,  it 
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did  not  have  the  effect  of  stopping  the  work  of  the  Congress  of  the 
United  States.  And  I restate  that  now. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I am  going  to  go  into  that  matter  of  Senator 
Potter’s  letter  later.  But  time  is  short  now,  and  I want  to  make  it  clear 
that  Senator  Potter  only  wrote  that  letter  after  it  had  been  publicly 
made  known  that  you  had  a report  available.  And  I think  Senator 
Potter,  then,  rightfully  asked  for  that  report.  And  I think  it  is  im- 
proper to  try  and  create  the  impression  he  started  this  investigation. 

But  let  us  get  on  to  the  next  question.  There  was  the  information 
this  morning  that  all  soldiers,  all  privates,  except  Dave  Schine,  on 
occasions  were  treated  like  a bunch  of  cattle.  You^ don’t  believe 
that,  do  you  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  It  certainly  is  not  the  policy  of  the  Army  to 
treat  its  privates  like  cattle.  And  I am  sure  that  that  is  not  the  case. 

Senator  McCarthy.  You  are  positive  that  is  not  the  case? 

Secretary  Stevens.  It  is  astounding,  if  it  was. 

Senator  McCarthy.  So  if  a report  said  that  the  other  soldiers  were 
handled  like  a bunch  of  cattle,  and  Dave  Schine  had  the  special  con- 
sideration of  riding  in  the  cab  of  the  truck,  you  would  certainly  dis- 
believe the  first  part  of  it  about  their  being  treated  like  cattle,  wouldn’t 
you  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir.  We  don’t  treat  our  soldiers  like  cattle. 

Senator  McCarthy.  So  if  that  part  were  false,  would  you  some- 
what question  the  other  parts  of  the  report  too  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Not  necessarily,  no,  sir. 

Senator  McCarthy.  In  other  words,  you  would  pick  out  the  parts 
that  you,  yourself,  were  convinced  were  false? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I would  have  to  know  what  each  position  was 
and  then  have  an  opinion  about  it. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Do  you  know  General  Lawton  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  I do. 

Senator  McCarthy.  General  Lawton  is  the  commanding  officer,  is 
he  not,  at  Fort  Monmouth. 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Is  it  true  that  that  after  General  Lawton  had 
given  this  committee  cooperation — I may  say,  I think  he  gave  the 
committee  complete  and  full  cooperation — is  it  true  that  you  were 
so  irritated  by  that  that  you  decided  to  relieve  Lawton  of  his 
command  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  not  true. 

Senator  McCarthy.  It  is  not  true  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  not  true. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Did  you  ever  decide  to  relieve  Lawton  of  his 
command  at  Fort  Monmouth  after  our  investigation  started? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No.  The  way  you  asked  that  question  before, 
Senator,  you  asked,  in  effect,  due  to  the  fact  that  the  general  had 
cooperated  with  your  committee 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Secretary,  I have  a limited  time  to  ask 
you  questions,  so  will  you  try  to  keep  your  answers  short.  The 
question  is:  Did  you  ever  attempt  to  or  decide  to  relieve  General 
Lawton  of  his  command  after  our  investigation  started? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I gave  some  thought  to  it  but  not  for  that 
reason. 

Senator  McCarthy.  You  gave  support  to  it? 
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Secretary  Stevens.  I oave  some  thought  to  it,  Senator  McCarthy, 
but  not  for  the  reason  you  suggest. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Is  it  true  that  you  sent  messages  to  me  through 
INfr.  Adams  asking  that  we  do  nothing  about  it  if  General  Lawton  were 
relieved  of  his  command? 

Secretary  Stevens.  When  I had  up  the  question 

Senator  McCarthy.  You  can  answer  tliat. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Whether  or  not  Lawton  should  be  trans- 
ferred— 

Senator  McCarthy.  No,  no.  The  question  is:  Did  you  send  mes- 
sages to  me  through  Jolm  Adams  asking  whether  or  not  we  would 
be  quiet  and  do  nothing  about  it  if  Lawton  were  relieved  of  his 
command  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I wanted  you.  Senator,  to  know  that  I had 
this  in  mind  as  a possibility,  and  I asked  John  Adams  so  to  inform 
you. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Didn’t  you  ask  John 

Senator  Mundt.  Your  time  has  ex})ired,  1 am  sorry. 

We  revert  to  Mr.  Jenkins. 

Air.  Jenkins.  No  more  questions.  Air.  Chairman. 

Senator  AIundt.  When  my  time  expired.  Air.  Secretary,  you  may 
recall  you  were  trying  to  refresh  your  memory  and  bring  into  focus 
any  details  which  you  might  be  able  to  recapture  concerning  the  one 
phase  of  the  allegations  against  Air.  Carr  which  did  not  ap])ear  in  your 
original  memoir.  That  was  the  one  numbered  No.  12,  dated  Novem- 
ber 16,  about  Air.  Cohn  and  Air.  Carr  renewing  threats  that  are  recited 
in  paragraph  11  above. 

I asked  you  specifically  what  was  the  nature  of  the  threats  made 
by  Air.  Carr,  if  any. 

Secretary  Stevens.  It  was  very  strongly  indicated  at  that  time 
that  the  Fort  Alonmouth  hearings  were  going  to  reo])en  very  promptly. 

Senator  AIundt.  Air.  Carr  said  that? 

Secretary  Stevens.  It  was  very  strongly  indicated  by  Air.  Cohn 

Senator  AIundt.  I know  that  from  your  testimony,  but  what  did 
Air.  Carr  say  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Air.  Carr  did  not  disassociate  himself  from  that 
statement  in  any  way  and  I considered  that  he  was  going  equally  with 
Air.  Cohn  in  that  statement. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair’s  understanding  is  that  the  extent  of 
the  threat  in  which  he  participated  was  to  say  nothing  to  stop  Air. 
Cohn  from  sa.ying  whatever  he  said. 

. Secretary  Stevens.  I won’t  say  he  said  nothing,  but  I will  say  that 
his  activity — once  again  I think  I used  the  word  “passive”  yesterday. 
It  was  not 

Senator  AIundt.  Did  he  say  anything.  Air.  Secretary  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I think  he  did. 

Senator  AIundt.  Do  you  have  any  idea  what  it  was  he  said  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I couldn’t  recall  the  words,  no,  sir. 

Senator  AIundt.  But  you  are  quite  sure  that  what  he  said  was  in  a 
threatening  vein,  because  that  is  what  you  accuse  him  of  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  As  I say,  Eoy  Cohn  indicated  that  the  hear- 
ings would  shortly  be  started  up  again,  and  it  seemed  to  me  that  Mr. 
Carr  was  completely  in  accord  with  that  same  philosoxfiiy.  He  cer- 
tainly did  not  disassociate  himself  from  it. 
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Senator  Mundt.  That  I understand.  You  can’t  recall  whether  he 
said  anything  actively  or  not? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Mundt.  Very  good. 

The  Chair  would  like  to  have  this  understanding  from  you  about 
Mr.  Schine,  Private  Schine,  if  it  is  correct.  His  name  has  been 
bandied  about  in  this  committee  room  a great  deal.  You  have  re- 
ferred to  him.  I guess  we  all  have. 

Does  the  Chair  understand  that  he  is  in  a position  and  relationship 
now  with  the  Army  so  that  if  he  requests  permission  to  be  in  the 
room  with  his  counsel  at  any  or  all  times  during  the  hearings,  he 
would  have  that  right  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Jackson.  A point  of  order,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Would  it  be  in  order  for  the  chairman  of  this  committee  through 
its  counsel  to  so  advise  Mr.  Schine,  Private  Schine,  at  this  time,  of  the 
statement  made  by  the  Chair  previously  ? 

Senator  Mundt.  Thank  you  very  much.  The  Chair  was  about  to 
suggest  that.  It  seems  to  me  in  the  interest  of  equity  as  far  as  Private 
Schine  is  concerned,  he  should  be  advised  of  that  right,  because  ob- 
viously being  in  the  Army  he  is  more  or  less  under  the  control  of  some 
commanding  officer  and  he  should  know  that  if  he  desires  to  be  here 
with  counsel,  he  has  that  right.  Will  you  undertake  to  advise  him  or 
should  we  have  counsel  do  that  ? 

Senator  Jackson.  ^Ir.  Chairman,  I move  that  you  be  authorized  to 
so  advise  Private  Schine  of  his  right  to  be  here  with  counsel  if  he  so 
desires. 

Senator  Mundt.  At  any  time  during  these  hearings. 

Senator  Jackson.  I don’t  know  whether  it  takes  a motion  or  not. 

Senator  Mundt.  I don't  know  whether  it  wmuld  be  considered  that 
once  again  he  is  being  given  preferential  treatment.  I think  it  would 
be  fair  to  him. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I would  like  to  concur  with  you  whole- 
heartedly, ^Ir.  Chairman.  I think  Private  Schine  is  thoroughly 
entitled  to  attend  these  hearings  with  counsel  if  he  cares  to,  and  I 
think,  as  you  say,  his  name  has  been  used  by  many  people  here,  in- 
cluding myself. 

It  is  only  fair  that  he  should  be  made  available  and  the  Army  will 
cooperate  in  that  completely. 

Senator  Mundt.  Will  you  ask  one  of  your  aides  to  call  his  com- 
manding officer  to  deliver  that  message  to  Mr.  Schine  today  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I will. 

Senator  Mundt.  Thank  you. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  is  about  to  ask  questions  which  he 
believes  may  be  subject  to  a point  of  order,  and  may  be  out  of  order, 
and  I would  like  to  have  you  rule  on  the  Chair’s  suggestion. 

I have  in  mind  one  or  two  questions  I would  like  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary about  the  lineup  in  the  photograph  wdiich  has  been  presented 
to  us.  Does  the  Chair  understand  that  when  we  get  into  the  matter 
of  the  photograph,  Mr.  Stevens  will  again  be  a witness  so  that  I can 
ask  more  appropriately  at  that  time,  or  do  you  think  that  I should 
ask  him  these  questions  now  ? 
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]\Ir.  Jenkins.  I tliiiik  it  is  entirely  proper  to  cross  or  re-cross- 
exainine  the  Secretary  with  respect  to  the  ])lioto^raph  at  this  time. 

Senator  ]\Iundt.  I do  not  pro])Ose  to  go  into  any  of  the  discussion 
as  to  Avhether  or  not  names  and  people  were  left  out.  I am  simply 
trying  to  get  from  the  Secretary  now,  to  the  best  of  his  recollection, 
the  occasion  and  the  circumstances  under  which  the  picture — let  us 
use  the  big  picture,  that  Mr.  Welch  has  defined  as  the  big  picture,  for 
the  ])urposes  of  this  question. 

To  the  best  of  your  recollection,  ]\Ir.  Secretary,  was  that  ]>hotogra])h 
taken  at  the  time  your  party  arrived  at  Fort  Dix,  or  at  the  time  you 
were  leaving  Fort  Dix"? 

Secretary  Stevens.  AVell,  I was  only  at  Fort  Dix  about  7 or  8 
minutes,  and  so  I would  say  it  was  on  arrival. 

Senator  Mundt.  On  arrival? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes. 

Senator  Mundt.  Can  you  tell  the  committee  how  it  happened  that 
Private  Schine  was  at  the  airport  when  the  plane  bringing  you  and 
the  McCarthy  party  to  Fort  Dix  landed? 

Secretary  Stevens.  1 can.  I have  to  go  back  a little  bit,  and  if  you 
want  to,  I would  be  glad  to  do  it. 

Senator  AIundt.  I am  just  trying  to  reconstruct  the  circumstances 
of  the  ])icture. 

Secretary  Stevens.  All  right,  sir. 

If  you  will  recall,  there  was  a luncheon  at  the  j\rerchants  Club  at  my 
invitation  that  day,  the  iTth  of  Novemlx  r.  During  tlie  course  of  that 
luncheon,  or  shortly  thereafter.  Hoy  Cohn  said  that  he  was  going 
down  to  see  Schine  before  goii\g  on  to  Poston  where  the  comiiiittee 
had  business  the  next  day.  Senator  ^IcCarthy  indicated  that  he 
wanted  to  see  Schine.  I gained  the  impression  that  they  were  going 
to  drive  down  there,  and  maybe  I am  wrong  about  that,  but  I do  know 
that  the  Schine  Cadillac  car  was  outside  of  the  club  when  we  came 
out,  and  that  when  we  started  for  the  rirpor^  I remember  this  detail, 
that  Senator  McCarthy  actually  drove  the  car  himself,  Mr.  Schine’s 
car. 

Now,  before  we  left  the  club,  having  learned  that  Senator  McCarthy 
and  Cohn  wanted  to  see  Schine,  I had  my  aid,  Colonel  Cleary,  call 
down  to  a member  of  the  staff  at  Fort  Dix,  advising  the  commanding 
general  that  I was  going  to  stop  there  on  my  way  back  to  AYashington, 
in  order  to  make  it  possible  for  Senator  McCarthy  and  his  party  to 
get  down  there  quickly. 

Now,  I was  personally  in  a great  rush.  There  was  a great  incon- 
venience to  me  to  have  to  go  to  Fort  Dix,  because  I had  a very  im- 
])ortant  engagement  here  in  AYashington  that  evening,  which  was  a 
dinner  engagement  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  Humphrey 
and  Mvs.  Humphrey,  and  I wanted  to  get  back  here  as  fast  as  I could. 
Nevertheless,  in  order  to  expedite  the  trip  to  Fort  Dix  and  to  cooperate 
with  the  Senator  and  his  party,  we  took  the  plane  and  flew  down  there 
to  Fort  Dix. 

As  scon  as  I got  tliere,  I got  off  the  plane  and  these  pictures  were 
taken,  and  I was  in  a rush  to  get  on  the  otlier  little  plane,  the  C-45, 
which  vrould  carry  me  to  AA^ashington,  and,  I hoped,  in  time  to  make 
my  engagement  with  tlie  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

I finally  did  get  there,  although  I was  late  in  doing  so. 

4GG20°— 54— pt.  10 4 
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Senator  Mundt.  So  that  tlie  appearance  of  Private  Schine  at  the 
landing  strip  when  you  arrived  undoubtedly  grew  out  of  the  fact 
that  you  had  had  an  aide  phone  down  there  and  say,  “We  are  going 
to  be  there  a short  time,  and  the  people  in  my  party,”  or  you,  yourself, 
or  both,  “want  to  see  Private  Schine.” 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right,  my  aide  can  testify  that  he  un- 
doubtedly alerted  the  member  of  the  staff  to  in  turn  alert  Schine. 

Senator  jMundt.  Then  that  is  not  particularly  important,  but  I am 
trying  to  find  out  because  I think  that  you  testified  that  to  the  best 
of  your  recollection,  you  had  never  recjuested  that  your  picture  be  taken 
with  Private  Schine,  either  alone  or  in  the  company  of  Colonel  Brad- 
ley or  Mr.  Adams  or  anybody  else.  That  is  the  best  of  your  recol- 
lection ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  To  the  best  of  my  recollection,  that  is  true.  As 
I said,  when  Mr.  Jenkins  first  faced  me  Avith  the  picture,  it  was  pos- 
sible that  on  occasions  if  a picture  was  going  to  be  taken,  I Avould  say 
to  people  around,  “Well,  come  on,  and  let  us  all  get  in  the  picture,” 
and  I have  done  that  on  many  occasions,  and  I am  sure  we  all  haA^e. 

Senator  Mundt.  I am  sure  that  that  is  right,  and  I see  nothing  im- 
proper about  it.  I am  trying  to  get  the  facts  before  us. 

Secretary  Steau:ns.  Yes. 

Senator  j\Iuni)t.  Is  it  to  the  best  of  your  recollection  that  on  this 
occasion  that  is  probably  Avhat  happened,  that  you  arriA^ed  there,  dis- 
eml)arked  from  the  plane,  and  saAv  Mr.  Schine  and  Colonel  Bradley, 
and  saAv  the  photographers,  and  said,  “Come,  let  us  gather  around 
and  have  our  picture  taken”? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  honestly  Avant  to  say  anything — I knoAV 
I am  in  the  picture,  but  Avhether  I said  anything  or  not,  I can’t  recall. 

Senator  Mundt.  In  other  Avords,  it  seems  to  the  chairman  one  of 
tAvo  things  must  have  happened:  either  you  might  Avell  haA^e  done 
that,  Avhich  sounds  perfectly  reasonable,  or  else  Private  Schine  must 
have  muscled  his  Avay  in  somehoAv  to  squeeze  himself  in  betAveen  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army  and  the  commanding  officer.  Colonel  Bradley, 
Avhich  Avould  seem  less  reasonable — but  one  of  those  tAvo  things,  it 
seems  to  me,  must  have  happened,  and  I am  trying  to  find  out  from 
the  best  of  your  recollection  Avhether  you  think  Private  Schine  wedged 
himself  in  there  of  his  oAvn  initiative,  or  Avhether  he  Avas  invited  by 
you  to  stand  in  the  lineup. 

Secretary  Stewens.  I don’t  knoAV,  and  I don’t  have  any  recollec- 
tion on  that,  and  I knoAV  there  Avas  a flash  of  a feAV  bulbs.  I think 
probably  Senator  McCarthy  was  in  one  of  the  pictures,  and  I don’t 
knoAv.  And  Mrs.  McCarthy  was  there,  and  I don't  knoAV  Avhether  she 
Avas  in  any  or  not.  And  there  Avere  several  flashes,  I don’t  knoAv  hoAv 
many,  and  all  of  that,  if  it  hasn’t  already  been  deA^eloped  for  you  and 
for  the  committee. 

Senator  Mundt.  I am  not  going  into  this  auth.enticity  of  any  of  the 
pictures.  I am  simply  trying  to  determine  for  the  record  hoAV  the 
lineup  AA  as  arrived  at. 

Secretary  Stearns.  I Just  don’t  recall  hoAv  the  lineup 

Senator  ]\Iundt.  Did  you  recall  that  you  descended  from  the  plane 
where  Mr.  Schine  was  at  the  time  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I recall  descending  from  the  plane,  and  one  of 
the  first  things  that  I recall  after  getting  off  the  plane  Avas  not  either 
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tlie  pliotograpliers  or  Scliine  or  anybody  else,  and  that  Avas  that  I 
recognized  tliat  it  was  a C-45  plane,  which  was  a small  plane,  that 
there  Avould  not  be  room  for  Senator  ^IcCarthy's  party  and  the  bag- 
gage, all  of  the  baggage  that  they  had  with  them,  in  order  to  go  to 
Boston  from  Fort  I)ix.  So  my  mind  Avas  Avorking  more  or  less  on  the 
business  of  the  occasion,  and  that  Avas,  1 then  Avent  to  giA^e  instructions 
that  the  baggage  be  not  removed  from  the  C— f7  plane  on  Avhich  Ave 
liad  tloAvn  to  Dix,  but  be  kept  aboard,  and  that  Senator  McCarthy 
Avould  take  that  ])lane  and  I Avould  take  the  C-45.  And  fortlnvith, 
almost,  because  I think  if  there  is  a record,  it  Avill  show  that  I Avasn't  on 
the  ground  more  than,  Avell,  I Avill  say  I Avas  not  out  of  one  plane  and 
into  the  other — I Avas  technically  on  the  ground  a little  more,  but  10 
minutes  at  the  very  outside. 

Senator  Mundt.  My  time  has  expired,  and  so.  Senator  IMcClellan. 

Senator  McClellan.  Mr.  Chairman,  in  the  interest  of  contributing 
to  the  expedition  of  this  hearing  and  concluding  Avith  this  Avitness, 
1 })ass. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Jackson,  do  you  have  a question  ? 

Senator  Jackson.  Just  tAvo  questions. 

On  page  G47  of  the  hearings  of  yesterday.  Senator  Dworshak  asked 
]\Ir.  Cohn  a question,  and  I quote : 

Senator  Dworshak.  Mr.  Colin,  who  arranged  the  plane  trip  on  NoA^emher  7 
to  Fort  Dix? 

]\Ir.  Cohn.  It  was  arranged  on  the  insistence  of  Secretary  Stevens,  lie 
wanted  to  go  down  to  Fort  Dix  and  say  “hello”  to  Dave  Schine  Avith  us. 

Is  that  statement  true  or  false?  . 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  statement  certainly  conveys  a very,  A^ery 
false  impression.  It  is  true  that  Avhen  I got  there  I spoke  to  Dave 
Schine,  but  I had  no  more  idea  of  going  to  Fort  Dix  that  morning  and 
seeing  Dave  Schine  or  anybody  else  than  the  man  in  the  moon.  The 
trip  Avas  arranged  because  Mr.  Cohn  Avas  going  to  go  there  anyhoAV, 
and  Senator  McCarthy  Avanted  to  go,  and  I tried  to  add  to  their  con- 
venience in  getting  there. 

Senator  Jackson.  Would  you  have  stopped  at  Fort  Dix  if  Mr.  Cohn 
had  not  Avanted  to  stop  there,  or  would  you  have  gone  straight  to 
Washington,  D.  C.  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Straight  to  Washington,  D.  C.,  period. 

Senator  Jackson.  My.  Chairman,  that  is  all  the  questions,  except 
this : I do  reserve  the  right  to  cross-examine  Secretary  Stevens  after 
the  testimony  is  in  in  connection  Avith  the  pictures  and  if  the  tran- 
, scripts  are  submitted  for  the  record.  I assume  that  is  a proper 
I reservation. 

Senator  AIundt.  I presume  that  any  Avitness  that  any  member  of 
the  committee  desires  to  have  recalled,  he  Avill  have  recalled ; is  that 
correct  ? 

Mr.  Jenkins.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Jackson.  I have  no  further  questions. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman,  I asked  the  Chair — and  I think 
I suggested  to  Senator  McClellan — so  there  Avould  be  no  dispute  about 
the  day  the  hearings  Avere  started,  that  we  submit  to  tlie  Chair  the 
first  hearings  from  our  executive  sessions.  I don't  think  the  Chair 
Avill  want  to  make  the  hearings  part  of  the  record,  but  the  Chair  or 
I counsel  may  want  to  glance  through  these  hearings  and  determine  the 
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date  that  the  hearings  on  infiltration  of  Communists  in  the  military, 
the  Army,  began. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  LIcClellan  advised  the  Chair  this  morn- 
ing that  he  thought  the  insertion  of  the  date  would  be  proper ; is  that 
correct  ? 

Senator  McClellan.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  date  can  be  substantiated 
by  any  record.  For  any  date  involved  in  this  controversy,  I think 
reference  to  the  document,  if  it  is  official  and  establishes  the  date,  is 
proper.  If  this  is  the  official  transcript  of  the  meeting,  by  reference 
to  that  date  it  can  be  stipulated  in  the  record  the  date  the  hearings 
began. 

Senator  Mundt.  Will  the  Senator  examine  with  counsel  and  me 
whether  this  is  the  transcript  of  the  hearing? 

Senator  IMcCarthy.  So  there  will  be  no  misunderstanding,  will 
counsel  point  out  that  the  first  witness  was  a witness  from  the  Signal 
Corps,  and  the  radar  installations  are  a part  of  the  Signal  Corps. 

Senator  McClellan.  Before  we  introduce  this  record  cr  any  part 
of  it,  ^Ir.  Chairman,  I should  like  to  have  an  opportunity  to  examine 
it.  I am  not  prepared  to  glance  at  a record  and  say  I am  ready  to 
admit  it. 

Senator  McCarthy.  No.  1,  the  record  of  August  31;  No.  2,  the 
record  of  September  1 ; No.  3,  the  record  of  September  2 ; and  No.  4, 
the  record  of  September  3.  I hope  that  the  material  will  not  be  made 
public  because  of  the  classified  testimony  contained. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  understands  the  material  is  not  to  be 
introduced  into  the  record,  but  the  ranking  Democratic  member  will 
examine  this  during  the  course  of  the  evening  and  advise  us  tomorrow 
whether  they  are  in  fact  a transcript  of  the  hearings;  and  if  so,  the 
dates  will  be  inserted.  Is  that  right? 

Senator  ]\IcClellan.  That  is  right. 

Senator  McCarthy.  That  is  my  only  copy,  Mr.  Chairman,  and  I 
would  like  to  have  them  back. 

Mr.  Welch.  May  I make  an  inquiry,  sir?  I am  a little  impressed 
always  with  records  of  executive  sessions.  I look  on  them  as  pretty 
important  and  secret  documents.  Will  it  follow  from  what  the  Sen- 
ator has  just  done  that  counsel  sitting  at  this  table  may  examine  this 
record  ? 

Senator  McClellan.  That  is  perfectly  proper. 

Senator  Mundt.  As  far  as  the  dates  are  concerned. 

Mr.  Welch.  I am  informed  it  is  not  a record  of  the  Fort  Monmouth 
hearing.  I don’t  understand  it  is  ]iresented  as  such. 

Senator  McCarthy.  It  is  a record  of  tlie  investigation  of  Commu- 
nist infiltration  in  the  Signal  Corps,  and  that  all  has  to  do  with  Fort 
Monmouth.  That  is  the  seat  of  the  Signal  Corps  operations,  as  far 
as  I know. 

Senator  elACKsoN.  A point  of  order. 

Senator  Mundt.  You  may  examine  the  hearings,  l\Ir.  Welch,  to  the 
extent  of  determining  the  dates  and  their  authenticity. 

]\Ir.  Welch.  Only  that? 

Senator  Mundt.  They  are  executive  hearings,  and  I don’t  know  that 
we  can  make  all  the  contents  available  to  you.  They  are  not  going 
to  be  made  a part  of  this  record. 

Senator  McClellan.  Mr.  Chairman,  if  anyone  objects  to  this  pro- 
ceeding, that  any  part  of  this  record,  either  b}"  reference  to  date 
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or  otherwise,  be  stipulated  as  a part  of  the  testimony,  then  it  is  proper 
and  rjoht,  and  the  only  way  they  can  be  presented  is  by  someone  to  take 
an  oath  and  testify  to  the  record,  and  that  it  does  show  that  date. 
We  are  trying  to  expedite  it  only. 

Mr.  W ELCii.  Mr.  Chairman,  no  lawyer  in  his  senses  can  admit  3 or  4 
Toliimes  of  testimony  without  the  slightest  chance  to  examine  it  or 
know  what  is  in  it.  I am  therefore  forced  at  this  point  to  object 
to  the  admission  of  these  transcripts. 

Senator  Mundt.  1 do  not  believe  the  request,  Mr.  Welch,  is  to  intro- 
duce the  volumes  of  testimony.  The  Cliair  understands  that  it  is 
simply  a question  of  introducing  the  dates  at  which  the  hearings  in  the 
investigation  of  Fort  Monmouth  began. 

]\Ir.  Welch.  I do  not  understand  that  the  hearings  at  Fort  !Mon- 
mouth  began  prior  to  October  8.  That  is  why  I remain  so  puzzled 
at  what  is  now  being  covered. 

Senator  McCaktiiy.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I suggest  that  in  view  of 
the  fact  that  w^e  have  made  available,  as  far  as  1 know,  to  the  Army 
all  executive  sessions,  I would  suggest  that  Mr.  Welch,  having  been 
selected  as  the  attorney  for  Mr.  Stevens,  be  allowed  to  examine  the 
records.  I am  sure  that  they  have  already  seen  them.  I think  he 
should  be  able  to  look  at  them. 

Senator  Mundt.  Very  Tvelh  With  that  understanding,  Mr.  Welch, 
you  may  have  a full  right  to  examine  the  hearings. 

Mr.  Welch.  May  I suggest,  if  you  please,  sir,  that  they  be  not 
received  in  evidence  until  someone  on  my  staff  can  look  at  them. 

Senator  Mundt.  They  are  not  being  received  at  this  time.  They  are 
being  received  on  ice  to  examine  them. 

Senator  McClellan.  A point  of  order,  Mr.  Chairman.  It  is  quite 
proper  that  after  Mr.  Welch  examines  them,  if  he  desires  to  do  so,  he 
may  object  to  their  introduction  upon  any  valid  ground. 

Mr.  Welch.  Thank  you.  Senator. 

Senator  Mundt.  Let  me  see.  Is  it  agreeable  with  the  members  of 
the  subcommittee  if  the  Chair  now  calls  on  Senator  Dirksen  out  of 
order  ? He  was  detained  on  the  floor. 

Without  objection.  Senator  Dirksen  is  next. 

Senator  Dieksen.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I say  for  the  benefit  of  the 
committee  that  there  is  likely  to  be  a record  vote  on  the  International 
Sugar  Treaty  and  on  a reservation  that  I offered  and  that  is  suggested 
only  for  the  attention  of  the  committee  and  should  come  along  about 
4:30. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I think  from  time  to  time  members  have  to  re- 
examine their  own  concept  of  our  function  here.  Here  is  a contro- 
versy, and  I shall  not  quibble  about  terminology  as  to  who  is  involved. 
But  I do  esteem  my  own  responsibility  to  be  that  of  one  on  a kind  of 
board  or  committee  of  inquiry  to  elicit  and  evaluate  all  of  the  facts 
that  are  involved  so  that  ultimately  the  questions  that  are  before  the 
committee  can  be  resolved. 

I have  observed  both  in  the  mail  and  in  the  press  that  there  is  a 
tendency  to  believe  that  perhaps  one  ought  to  adopt  a rather_ belliger- 
ent attitude.  I thought  I was  clothed  here  with  some  quasi- judicial 
responsibility  and  I intend  to  pursue  it  just  as  impartially  and  just  as 
fairly  as  I know  how. 

‘ ^ With  that  in  mind,  Mr.  Secretary,  I want  to  return  to  one  basic  ques- 
tion, and  in  fortification  of  that  I will  ask  4 or  5 other  questions. 
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The  first  date  in  your  specification  with  respect  to  the  allegation 
as  to  whether  or  not  improper  influence  was  exerted  in  behalf  of 
Private  Schine  goes  back  to  the  8th  day  of  July,  and  I think  concerns 
itself  with  General  Reber;  is  that  correct? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Dirksen.  Then  the  last  specification  or  the  last  date  of  any 
specification  runs  down  to  February  16.  So  for  practical  purposes 
there  is  a period  of  about  7 months  from  the  time  it  w\as  first  alleged 
that  improper  influence  was  being  exercised  clown  to  February  16. 

Seven  months,  it  seems  to  me,  is  a rather  long  period.  You,  how- 
ever, didn’t  come  into  this  picture  until  the  2d  of  October,  because  I 
think  you  are  first  recited  in  specification  No.  4.  That  would  be  a 
period  of  about  5 months,  from  October  to  February  16. 

The  question  that  occurs  to  me  is  this : Why  did  this  run  so  long  be- 
fore some  protest  was  made  that  undue  influence  was  being  exercised 
and  if  so,  to  whom  would  the  protest  be  made  ? 

It  would  occur  to  me  that  if  I w^ere  an  aggrieved  party  in  a con- 
troversy— and  I say  it  in  no  spirit  of  reflection  at  all — it  seems  to  me  it 
wouldn’t  require  me  to  take  7 months  or  5 months  to  determine  on  a 
course  of  action  and  to  protest  if  I felt  that  undue  influence  was  exer- 
cised. Here,  however,  is  an  accumulation  that  starts  on  the  8th  of 
July  1953  and  goes  down  to  the  16th  of  February  1954. 

Was  there  some  reason  that  no  protest  was  made  to  some  source  at 
least,  either  to  your  superior  or  to  other  members  of  the  committee 
or  to  somebody  else  in  authority  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I would  say.  Senator,  that  there  was  almost 
daily  contact  on  the  part  of  my  office  with  the  committee  since  John 
Adams  took  over  the  liaison  of  the  thing.  There  were  things  occur- 
ring which  have  been  outlined  in  this  testimony  starting  back  about 
the  time  you  indicate. 

One  thing  would  happen,  and  then  another  thing  wmuld  happen. 
Now,  Avhen  one  looks  back  on  it,  the  pattern  in  the  light  of  hindsight 
is  a great  deal  more  clear  than  it  was  at  the  time  we  were  going 
through  it,  because  one  of  the  basic  things  involved  here,  of  course, 
is  did  or  did  not  Private  Schine  receive  special  or  preferential  treat- 
ment while  he  was  at  Fort  Dix?  He  didn’t  get  to  Fort  Dix  until  the 
10th  day  of  November  and  the  information  with  respect  to  what 
transpired  there  during  his  stay  at  Fort  Dix,  of  course,  didn’t  become 
available  until  a still  later  date. 

I think  your  question  is  an  excellent  one.  I personally  have  always 
operated  in  business  and  in  this  job  on  the  basis  of  trying  to  cooperate 
and  work  things  out.  This  happened  to  be  one  of  those  things  that, 
in  the  light  of  hindsight,  might  have  been  handled  some  other  way. 
But  the  way  it  developed,  it  headed  up  at  the  time  of  Senator  Potter’s 
letter. 

Senator  Dirksen.  Mr.  Secretary,  starting  wdth  the  very  first  allega- 
tion or  first  specification  in  the  allegations  that  are  before  us,  that 
were  filed  with  the  committee  on  the  13th  of  April,  it  says  on  or  about 
July  8 a certain  action  was  taken.  Then  Avhen  you  get  to  No.  2,  it 
says  throughout  the  period  July  15  to  July  30  various  members  of 
the  staff  of  the  subcommittee  dealt  with  this  question  of  a direct 
commission.  Then  No.  3,  on  or  about  August  1,  1953 ; and  specifica- 
tion 4,  on  or  about  October  2.  So,  we  go  on  down. 
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As  a reasonable  and  prudent  person — and  I hope  that  I may  qualify 
inider  that  appellation — it  Avould  occur  to  me  if  this  liad  happened  to 
me  for  a period  of  00  days,  I think  I would  have  registered  a protest 
somewhere  either  formally  or  informally  to  other  members  of  the 
committee,  to  the  full  committee,  to  your  chief  avIio  Avould  haA^e  been 
the  Chief  of  the  Defense  Establishment.  But  this  accumulation  goes 
on  for  7 months  from  the  time  General  Reber's  name  is  first  mentioned 
and  it  runs  on  for  nearly  5 months  from  the  time  you  were  first 
mentioned  in  specification  No.  4.  That  seems  like  an  undue  time  lag 
if  undue  influence  Avas  really  exercised  and  certainly  there  should 
have  been  a remonstrance  long  before  the  16th  of  February  or  there- 
abouts. 

Tlie  other  question  is  that,  before  my  time  runs  out : The  date  of  the 
last  allegation  here  is  February  16.  On  the  18th  of  February,  as  I 
recall — and  of  course,  I would  have  to  refresh  myself  by  whatever 
date  I have  here — you  had  the  hearing  in  Ncav  York,  as  I recall,  on  the 
Pei  ‘ess  case. 

Secretary  Stf.vens.  On  the  ZAvicker  case. 

Senator  Dirksen.  On  the  ZAvicker  case ; that  is  correct.  And  I was 
not  present  on  that  occasion. 

But  you  see,  your  last  allegation  is  dated  here  February  16.  The 
Zwicker  case  Avas  heard  on  February  18.  So  you  waited  until  there 
Avas  some  kind  of  a spark  before  finally  a protest  Avas  made  in  the  form 
of  the  allegations  that  were  sent  in  response  to  the  letter  from  Senator 
Potter. 

It  does  seem  to  me,  Mr.  Secretary,  that  that  is  an  unduly  long  time 
to  let  a condition  like  that  run  without  at  least  making  your  feelings 
manifest  to  some  source  of  authority  at  least. 

I don’t  argue  for  a moment  Avho  it  should  be,  but  speaking  only  for 
myself  and  commiting  no  one  else,  I think  if  it  had  happened  to  me 
under  similar  circumstances  I Avould  have  registered  some  kind  of 
remonstrance  someAvhere  long  before  the  elapse  of  that  rather  lengthy 
period. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  Senator  Dirksen,  I was  trying  to  work 
this  thing  out  as  we  Avent  along  with  Senator  McCarthy  and  the  staff. 
That  Avas  my  desire,  and  I didn’t  Avant  to  have  a flareup  or  anything 
else. 

And  I believe  that  I know  how  to  get  along  with  people.  I like 
people.  I wanted  to  do  this  job.  I Avasn’t  carrying  around  on  my 
shoulder,  let  us  say,  in  December  something  that  might  have  happened 
in  October. 

This  thing  became  accumulative  and  it  finally  became  a pattern. 
And  the  reason  noAV  that  we  can  sit  here  and  look  back  over  a period 
of  5 or  7 months,  Avhatever  it  is,  is  because  Ave  had  to  get  together  all 
of  the  information  and  facts  bearing  on  this  case  in  order  to  submit 
it  to  you  gentlemen.  That  in  the  light  of  hindsight  makes  it  a very 
different  looking  thing  than  what  it  Avas  when  you  were  going  through 
it  on  a day-to-day  and  week-to-week  basis. 

F ar  be  it  from  me  to  suggest,  sir,  that  somebody  else  couldn’t  have 
handled  it  better.  I have  no  illusions  about  my  ability  to  do  some- 
thing better  than  the  next  felloAV.  And  I think  somebody  probably 
could  have. 
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This  happened  to  be  the  way  I handled  it.  And  I assure  you  that 
wliat  I have  done  all  of  the  way  along  has  been  what  I believed  to  be 
right  and  in  the  interest  of  the  American  people. 

Senator  Dieksen.  Mr.  Secretary,  I don’t  think  that  there  is  the 
slightest  doubt  about  the  honorable  attributes  of  your  actions.  But 
wlien  you  speak  for  instance  about  undue  influence  in  the  law  it  would 
be  regarded,  I suppose,  as  a species  of  duress. 

Now  I can  imagine  cases  where  duress  continues  for  a long  period 
of  time  or  a short  period,  but,  actually,  however,  here  is  a period  of  7 
months  while  this  matter  continued  first  from  one  side  and  then 
another.  And  it  seems  to  me  that  it  develops  a real  weakness  here 
that  some  remonstrance  wasn’t  made  before  the  end  of  that  period. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Senator’s  time  has  expired.  And  I will  in- 
quire of  Senator  Symington  whether  he  would  object  if  the  Chair 
would  next  call  on  Senator  Potter  so  we  can  get  back  into  the  regular 
swing  of  things. 

Senator  Symington.  I would  be  very  glad  to  have  Senator  Potter 
called. 

Senator  Potter.  Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  and  Mr.  Secretary,  I think 
it  is  well  at  this  time  to  get  the  so-called  now  famous  Potter  letter 
back  in  perspective. 

As  I stated  the  other  day,  there  were  many  requests  made  of  me,  and 
]:>ossibly  of  other  members  of  this  committee,  concerning  information 
that  had  been  published,  some  in  the  form  of  newspaper  articles  and 
some  in  the  form  of  articles  that  appeared  in  other  publications,  that 
there  was  a report  in  possession  of  the  Army  which  had  been  promised 
to  certain  Members  of  the  Congress.  I will  be  very  frank  with  you, 
]\Ir.  Secretary,  I felt  that  the  charges,  the  alleged  charges,  were 
serious.  As  i understood  the  charges,  they  were  that  this  committee 
had  used  the  investigating  arm  of  the  Congress  in  an  effort  to  secure 
special  treatment  for  a former  employee  of  the  staff. 

I felt  it  would  be  a great  injustice  for  this  report,  that  was  alleged 
to  have  already  been  prepared,  to  get  in  the  hands  of  persons  who  were 
not  friendly  to  the  committee — and  I don’t  say  that  in  a partisan 
manner,  but  I say  that  from  a philosophy  of  government  standpoint — 
before  the  members  of  the  committee  had  a chance  to  see  the  report. 

Therefore,  I wrote  this  letter  on  March  8 to  the  Secretary  of  De- 
fense, Mr.  Wilson,  which  I will  now  quote : 

I have  received  many  inquiries  concerning  external  pressure  for  preferential 
treatment  on  behalf  of  Pvt.  G.  David  Schine,  a former  member  of  the  staff  of 
the  Senate  Permanent  Subcommittee  on  Investigations,  and  now  a member  of 
the  Armed  Forces.  Fragmentary  information  which  has  reached  me  has  been 
most  disturbing.  I request  the  following  information  as  a member  of  the  above- 
named  subcommittee : 

First,  has  Private  Schine  received  any  preferential  treatment  whatsoever 
since  becoming  a member  of  the  Armed  Forces? 

Second,  has  any  effort  whatsoever  been  made  by  any  source  affiliated  with 
the  above-named  subcommittee  to  exert  pressure  for  the  purpose  of  gaining 
preferential  treatment  for  Private  Schine? 

Third,  if  such  intercession  has  been  made,  please  advise  me  fully  of  the  source, 
type,  and  date  of  such  efforts.  If  there  is  no  information,  or  if  there  is  no 
foundation  for  the  information  coming  to  my  attention,  it  is  no  more  than 
proper  and  fair  that  Private  Schine  as  well  as  the  subcommittee  be  so  informed. 

In  the  event  there  is  substance  to  the  charges,  however,  the  committee  should 
have  in  its  possession  all  of  the  facts  upon  which  we  may  base  immediate 
action. 
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In  return  I received  a statement  containing  charges,  allegations 
1 which  are  now  the  basis  for  your  position  and  this  present  controversy. 

I I was  most  interested  in  securing  this  information  in  an  effort  to 
avoid  the  very  thing  that  is  happening  now.  I hoped  we  could  resolve 
' any  difference  that  might  exist  without  becoming  a public  spectacle. 

I discussed  it  with  my  colleagues  of  the  committee  majority  and, 
unfortunately,  we  were  unable  to  resolve  any  differences  that  might 
have  existed. 

Thereafter  the  report  became  public  through  other  sources,  which 
resulted  in  the  many  buildups  which  Ave  have  today,  taking  the  time 
of  the  military  and  of  the  Senate,  in  resolving  something  that  a month 
ago,  I am  confident,  could  have  been  resolved  in  a 1-day  hearing. 

That  is  all  I have  to  say. 

I Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Symington. 

Senator  Symington.  Mr.  Chairman,  I was  going  to  pass  in  the 
interest  of  expediting  this  hearing.  But  one  of  the  questions,  or  one 
of  my  distinguished  colleagues  asked  a question  that  impressed  me  a 
bit,  and  I would  like  to  pursue  it,  if  I may,  for  a moment. 

iMr.  Secretary,  Avho  is  your  superior  ? 

Secretary  S^tevens.  Mr.  Wilson. 

Senator  Symington.  You  run  a military  department  in  the  chain 
I of  command,  as  a civilian  chief,  is  that  correct  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  Symington.  And  you  are  part  of  the  executive  department 
of  the  Army  of  defense? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I am ; yes,  sir. 

Senator  Symington.  As  I understand  your  testimony,  you  were 
worried  about  this  matter,  and  you  were  trying  to  work  it  out  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Symington.  Koughly,  Avhen  did  you  speak  to  your  superior 
about  it  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  I think  right  at  the  start.  I spoke  to  ^Ir. 

! Wilson,  and  told  him  that  Senator  McCarthy’s  committee  had  this 
problem  in  the  First  Army  area  and  I was  going  to  work  along  with 
him  and  try  to  handle  the  situation. 

Senator  Symington.  What  Avas  his  advice  to  you  ? 

I Secretary  Stevens.  His  advice  was  to  go  ahead  and  handle  it. 

I Senator  Symington.  The  best  way  you  thought,  the  way  you 
thought  best. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Symington.  Who  does  Mr.  Wilson  report  to? 

Secretary  Stevens.  The  President. 

Senator  Symington.  Mr.  Wilson’s  advice  to  you  was  to  go  ahead 
and  handle  it  the  way  you  thought  best  ? 

Secretary  Stearns.  That  is  right. 

Senator  Symington.  And  that  is  what  you  have  done  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  A\diat  I have  done,  sir. 

Senator  Symington.  I have  no  further  questions,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Dworshak  ? 

Senator  Dworshak.  Briefly,  Mr.  Secretary,  do  you  recall  whether 
any  time  since  last  July  any  member  of  this  subcommittee,  with  the 
exception  of  the  chairman,  ever  consulted  with  you  or  conferred 
with  you  in  any  way,  or  a member  of  your  staff,  to  acquaint  you  with 
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the  fact  that  Mr.  Schine  possessed  special  qualifications  which  might 
enable  him  to  secure  a commission  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir;  no  member. 

Senator  Dworshak.  Did  you  at  any  time  ever  confer  with  any 
member  of  the  subcommittee,  other  than  the  chairman,  to  discuss  any 
of  the  issues  relating  to  the  special  qualifications  which  allegedly 
David  Schine  possesses? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir. 

Senator  Dworshak.  For  service  in  the  Army? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  Senator  Dworshak. 

Senator  Dworshak.  Thank  you. 

Senator  Mundt.  Mr.  Welch? 

Mr.  Welch.  Nothing  from  me. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Stevens,  this  morning  I asked  you  to  have 
your  counsel  prepare  a list  of  the  military  men  who  are  here  in  the 
room,  and  upon  whose  orders  they  are  here.  Has  that  been  prepared  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  McCarthy.  May  I make  it  very  clear  that  this  is  no  re- 
flection at  all  upon  the  military  men  who  are  here,  some  of  them  I 
don’t  know  and  some  of  them  I do  know,  and  I know  they  have  out- 
standing combat  records,  and  I think  are  outstanding  individuals. 
But  the  reason  I asked  you  for  this  list  is  because  I am  curious  to 
know  why  we  have  so  many  competent  generals  sitting  here  warming 
their  heels  listening  to  this  testimony  of  how  a private  got  promoted 
as  I have  said  so  often  before  successively  and  repeatedly  until  he  is 
finally  up  to  be  a private. 

Now,  let  me  ask  you  this  question  in  connection  with  the  list  which 
3'Ou  are  going  to  submit.  Do  you  feel  that  all  of  the  officers  who  are 
here  are  necessary  to  this  hearing? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I do.  Senator.  The  arrangement  that  I have 
is  that  I expect  those  members  of  my  staff  who  may  be  necessary  in 
connection  with  getting  all  of  the  facts  out  on  the  table  on  any  phase 
of  this  investigation  should  be  here  with  me. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Let  me  ask  you  this : Mr.  Hensel  has  been  ac- 
cused of  personal,  let  us  put  it  this  way,  irregularities,  not  as  a repre- 
sentative of  the  military,  but  while  he  was  purchasing  agent  for  the 
Naval  Department,  and  do  you  feel  it  is  proper  to  supply  Mr.  Hensel 
with  apparently  very  competent  Army  personnel  to  sit  here  at  his 
elbow,  or  do  you  think — will  you  let  me  finish 

Mr.  Hensel.  Mr.  Chairman,  I am  objecting  to  the  question. 

Senator  McCarthy.  May  I finish  the  question  ? 

Senator  Mundt.  Mr.  Hensel  has  a point  of  order. 

Mr.  Hensel.  I think  Senator  McCarthy  is  trying  to  testify  and 
should  be  stopped. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I would  like  to  finish  the  question. 

Mr.  Hensel.  It  is  not  a question. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I will  finish  the  question. 

Senator  Mundt.  Proceed  with  the  question. 

Mr.  Hensel.  I just  want  you  to  stop  testifying;  put  it  in  the  form 
of  a question. 

Senator  McCarthy.  What  is  the  last  two  words  of  my  question  ? 

Senator  Mundt.  The  reporter  will  read  the  last  question. 

(Whereupon,  the  question  referred  to  was  read  by  the  reporter,  as 
above  recorded.) 
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Senator  McCaktiiy.  Or  do  you  think  that  Mr.  Hensel  should  be 
required  to  hire  his  own  legal  counsel  and  before  3"ou  answer  that,  Mr. 
Stevens,  let  me  make  it  clear  that — strike  that.  End  of  question. 

JMr.  Hensel.  May  I comment  on  that? 

Senator  Mundt.  No  comment.  You  may  make  a point  of  order, 
if  you  have  one. 

Mr.  Hensel.  It  already  appears  in  the  record  that  I have  employed 
my  own  counsel,  and  Senator  McCarthy  was  here  and  heard  that  state- 
ment made;  and  the  implication  that  these  men  are  here  to  assist  me 
is  not  a proper  one,  and  is  in  my  opinion  an  effort  of  Senator  McCarthy 
to  testify  as  he  has  continuously  tried  to  do. 

1 object  to  that. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Chairman,  that  is  a question.  That  is  a question 
and  it  is  a relevant  question  in  my  opinion,  and  it  is  proper  for  the 
purpose  of  eliciting  from  this  witness  his  interest  or  lack  of  interest, 
and  his  prejudice,  bias,  or  otherwise,  and  it  is  my  opinion  and  advice 
to  the  committee  that  the  question  should  be  answered. 

Senator  Mundt.  On  advice  of  counse],  the  point  of  order  is  over- 
ruled and  the  Secretary  will  respond  to  the  question. 

Secretary  Stevens.  In  view  of  the  interruptions  here 

Senator  Mundt.  Do  you  want  the  question  reread  ? You  would  like 
to  have  the  question  reread  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  If  I may,  sir. 

Senator  Mundt.  Time  out  while  it  is  being  reread. 

(Whereupon,  the  question  referred  to  was  read  by  the  reporter  as 
above  recorded.) 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Welch,  could  I ask  you  this. 

(The  question  was  read  by  the  reporter.) 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Chairman,  after  hearing  the  question  reread, 
it  is  my  opinion  that  the  question  presupposes  the  existence  of  the 
fact  that  there  are  certain  Army  personnel  sitting  at  the  side  of  Mr. 
Hensel  advising  him,  and  in  view  of  the  connotation  of  that  question 
I reverse  myself  and  hold  that  the  question  as  it  has  been  asked  is 
improper,  but  the  Senator,  of  course,  would  have  the  right  to  first  ask 
as  a predicate  to  his  question  now  under  consideration  whether  or  not 
there  are  certain  members  of  the  Army 

Senator  McCarthy.  I think  your  point  is  well  taken.  I think 
you  are  absolutely  right. 

Senator  Mundt.  On  the  advice  of  counsel,  the  Chair  will  reverse 
himself  and  sustain  Mr.  ITensePs  point  of  order  and  advise  the  Senator 
from  Wisconsin  to  proceed. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I think  Mr.  Jenkins’  point  is  well  taken. 

Senator  ISIundt.  Time  is  back  in  again. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I\Ir.  Stevens,  there  are  3 Army  officers,  a gen- 
eral, 2 full  colonels,  1 sitting  beside  Mr.  Hensel.  [Laughter.]  I 
beg  your  pardon — 2 lieutenant  colonels  and  1 2-star  general  sitting 
here,  1 behind  Mr.  Hensel,  2 to  his  left. 

Question  : Are  they  here  to  aid  and  assist  Mr.  Hensel  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  They  are  here  to  represent  the  Department  of 
the  Army  with  me. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Are  they  here  for  the  purpose  of  helping  Mr. 
Hensel  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  They  are  here  for  the  purpose  of  helping  me  if 
I need  to  call  upon  them. 
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Senator  McCarthy.  Question  : Are  they  here  also  for  the  purpose  of 
helping  Mr.  Hensel? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No.  Mr.  Hensel  has  already  testified  that  he 
has  his  own  counsel. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Then  may  I suggest — could  T have  the  names 
of  these  two  colonels?  May  I have  the  names  of  the  colonels? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Lieutenant  (''olonel  Wood  is  the  lieutenant 
colonel  seated  next  to  Mr.  Hensel ; General  Cafi'ey  is  on  his  left;  and 
Colonel  ^lurray  is  sitting  in  the  second  row. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman,  I want  to  make  a point  which 
may  seem  relatively  unimportant,  but  we  have  been  shifting  seating 
arrangements  around  here  so  often.  The  understanding  is  that  Mr. 
Hensel  as  a party  in  dispute  may  sit  here  with  his  counsel  at  the  table. 
If  these  young  men  are  not  here — I beg  your  pardon — if  the  officers 
are  not  here  to  aid  Mr.  Hensel  and  they  are  here  to  aid  Mr.  Stevens, 
I think  they  should  move  back  of  Mr.  Stevens.  I don’t  like  to  have 
men  with  combat  records — and  I can  see  they  have  outstanding  com- 
bat records,  apparently,  from  the  ribbons  they  wear — I don’t  like  to 
have  them  sitting  here  and  lending  dignity  to  Mr.  Hensel  by  sitting 
at  his  left. 

Mr.  Hensel.  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  McCarthy  His  lawyers  can  sit  here  with  him. 

Mr.  Hensel.  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Mundt.  Do  you  have  a point  of  order? 

]\lr.  Hensel.  I think  that  remark  was  uncalled  for,  and  Senator 
]\fcCarthy  ought  to  be  asked  to  apologize  for  that.  [Applause.]  1 
am  serious,  sir. 

Senator  Mundt.  May  the  Chair  remind  the  audience  for  a final 
time;  just  a minute,  Mr.  Hensel.  May  the  Chair  remind  the  audience 
for  the  final  time  that  you  are  here  as  the  guests  of  the  committee. 
There  are  to  be  no  manifestations  of  approval  or  disapproval.  I ask 
that  that  rule  be  definitely  enforced. 

You  have  raised  a point  of  order  ? 

Mr.  Hensel.  I am  quite  serious  about  the  request  for  an  apology, 
]\Ir.  Chairman.  I do  not  think  that  remark  of  Senator  ^IcCarthy 
about  my  dignity  was  called  for.  I think  I have  plenty  of  dignity  and 
deserve  all  that  I have. 

Senator  Mundt.  Your  statement  will  be  incorporated  in  the  record, 
but  the  Chair  has  no  power  to  enforce  an  apology  on  the  part  of  any  of 
the  participants  in  this  dispute. 

]\1  r . Hensel.  Y ou  could  request  one,  sir. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Not  on  my  time,  I assume. 

]\Ir.  Welch.  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Mundt.  Mr.  Welch,  do  you  have  a point  of  order  ? 

]\Ir.  Welch.  I am  anxious  that  we  could  finish  with  this  witness  to- 
night. You  know  it  is  repulsive  to  me  to  run  overtime,  but  tonight  I 
am  Avilling  and  glad  to.  I hate  to  take  these  precious  moments  discuss- 
ing seating  arrangements.  That  seems  to  me  child’s  play. 

Senator  Mundt.  Is  this  a point  of  order  ? 

]\Ir.  Welch.  May  w^e  go  on  with  the  hearing,  sir  ? 

Senator  Mundt.  Very  well,  sir.  Senator  McCarthy,  you  will  pro- 
ceed with  the  questioning. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Stevens,  who  ordered  the  two  colonels  and 
the  general  to  sit  here  beside  Hensel? 
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]\Ir.  Welch.  Could  we  on  witli  tlie  hearing  as  I sup^ested?  I 
liappen  to  know  that  Colonel  MuiTay  is  there  because  1 asked  to  have 
him  there.  He  helps  me 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  (diairman,  I don’t  want  this 

Senator  Mundt.  The  attention  of  the  (diair  was  diverted. 

Senator  McCarthy.  1 don’t  want  this  youn^  man  testifying  unless 
I he  is  under  oath.  So  that  the  reporter  will  have  my  statement,  it  was : 

' I don’t  want  this  youn^  man  testifying  uidess  he  is  under  oath. 

Mr.  Stevens,  did  you  order  the  two  colonels  and  the  oei^eral  to  sit 
here  beside  Mr.  Ilensel  ? 

Secretary  STr:vENS.  ^ly  arraiif^ement.  Senator  IMcCarthy,  is  that 
members  of  my  staff  necessary  to  a])])ear  here  for  the  Army  with  me 
will  come  here.;  and  as  far  as  where  they  sit,  1 don’t  care  where  they  sit 
as  lon^  as  they  are  available  to  me. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  rules  that  it  is  perfectly  appropriate 
I for  counsel  for  the  Army  side  of  this  controversy  to  be  seated  at  the 

^ end  of  the  table,  and  they  alternate  every  day,  I believe,  with  the 

members  of  the  McCarthy  ^^  oup. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  just  had  sworn  testimony 
that  the  general  and  the  two  colonels  are  not  counsel  for  Mr.  flensel, 
are  not  representing  him.  Where  is  his  counsel  ? 

Senator  Mundt.  They  may  be  representing  ]\Ir.  Stevens,  and  he 
has  a right  to  have  them  seated  at  that  end  of  the  table  if  they  repre- 
sent Mr.  Stevens. 

^lay  the  Chair  inquire,  are  they  representing  you? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes. 

Senator  Mundt.  Then  they  liave  a right  to  sit  where  they  are  sit- 
ting. 

Senator  INIcCarthy,  you  may  proceed. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Let  me  read  the  list  given  me : 

1.  Maj.  Gen.  E.  M.  Caffey.  Assignment:  Judge  Advocate  General 
of  the  Army.  Keason  for  attendance : Legal  advisor. 

2.  Maj.  Gen.  Miles  Reber.  Assignment:  Commanding  General, 
Western  Area  Command,  Kaiserslautern,  Germany.  Reason  for  at- 
tendance: Witness. 

3.  Maj.  Gen.  R.  N.  Young.  Assignment:  Assistant  Chief  of  Staff, 
G-1,  Personnel.  Reason  for  attendance : Advisor  to  the  Army  wit- 
nesses on  personnel  matters. 

4.  Col.  Paul  L.  Doerr.  Assignment:  Office  of  the  Chief  of  Legis- 
lative Liaison.  Reason  for  attendance : Performance  of  liaison 

I duties. 

5.  Col.  Kenneth  E.  BeLieu.  Assignment:  Executive  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  the  Army.  Reason  for  attendance:  Assist  the  Secretary  of 
the  Army. 

6.  Lt.  Col.  Jean  L.  Wood.  Assignment:  Military  assistant  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army.  Reason  for  attendance : Assist  the  Secretary 
of  the  Army. 

7.  Lt.  Col.  John  F.  T.  Murray.  Assignment:  Office  of  the  Judge 
Advocate  General.  Reason  for  attendance : Legal  assistant. 

8.  Maj.  G.  A.  Ivan.  Assignment : Office  of  the  Judge  Advocate  Gen- 
eral. Reason  for  attendance  : Legal  assistant. 

9.  Corp.  James  R.  Franklin.  Assignment : Messenger,  Office,  Chief 
■ of  Staff.  Reason  for  attendance : Messenger. 

I 
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Mr.  Secretary,  General  Ridgway,  the  Chief  of  Staff,  has  been  here 
for  some  time,  as  has  Lieutenant  General  Lemnitzer,  Deputy  Chief 
of  Staff ; also  Maj.  Gen.  George  Back,  Deputy  Chief  of  Staff. 

Is  it  your  feeling  that  all  of  those  officers  are  necessary  to  prepare 
your  case  in  regard  to  Private  Schine  ? 

Senator  Symington.  A point  of  order,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Senator  will  state  it. 

Senator  Symington.  If  the  occasion  is  that  those  people  are  in  the 
room,  then  I think  that  they  should  be  identified  and  if  they  are 
not  in  the  room  but  available  to  be  in  the  room  at  the  request  of  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army,  I think  that  the  matter  ought  to  be  made 
clear  now. 

Senator  McCarthy.  If  this  is  on  my  time 

Senator  Mundt.  It  is  my  understanding  that  the  Secretary  provided 
a list  of  those  in  the  room,  am  I incorrect  about  that  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  What  was  that? 

Senator  Mundt.  Wasn’t  the  list  the  Senator  was  reading  from  a list 
prepared  by  you  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  He  just  read  off  the  name  of  General  Ridgway 
and  General  Back  and  for  example  they  are  not  here. 

Senator  Mundt.  Who  is  not  here  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  General  Lemnitzer  is  not  here. 

Senator  Mundt’.  Are  they  on  your  list  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  they  were  not  on  the  list. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Will  the  reporter  read  exactly  what  I said?  I 
just  got  through  saying  they  were  here  previously,  so  there  is  no 
question  about  what  I said. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  May  I make  an  observation  that  will  expedite  this 
matter?  As  I understand  it,  Senator  McCarthy  has  just  read  a list 
of  those  present,  Mr.  Secretary,  representing  Army  personnel,  which 
list  you  have  furnished  him.  It  is  my  understanding  that  he  asked 
you  a simple  question,  to  wit,  whether  or  not  General  Ridgway  and 
some  other  people 

Senator  McCarthy.  General  Lemnitzer  and  General  Back. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Had  been  here  previously  to  today  or  to  this  time. 
Now,  it  will  expedite  the  matter  if  you  will  simply  answer  that 
question. 

Secretary  Stevens.  They  have  been  here  previously. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  The  question  has  been  asked  and  answered. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Do  you  feel  that  all  of  these  officers  were  neces- 
sary to  help  you  prepare  the  case  involving  Private  Schine? 

Secretary  Stevens.  If  I didn’t  think  so,  they  would  not  be  here. 

Senator  McCarthy.  You  think  they  are  all  necessary? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  McCarthy.  If  you  think  so,  you  are  certainly  entitled  to 
have  them  here. 

Now,  General,  is  it  true  that  on  or  about  November  24,  1953,  you 
called  General  Back  to  your  office,  that  at  that  time  you  indicated  you 
were  very  much  disturbed  over  the  fact  that  General  Lawton,  the 
commanding  general  at  Fort  Monmouth,  had  made  a statement  paying 
tribute  to  the  investigation,  and  also  indicating  the  various  institutions 
which  the  Communist-liners  he  had  to  suspend  received  their  education, 
and  that  you  ask  Back  to  give  you  a report  on  that,  and  get  an  explana- 
tion from  Lawton  ? 
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Mr.  Welch.  Mr.  Chairman,  I object  to  the  question.  The  question 
is  far  too  long  and  I can’t  understand  it. 

Senator  Mundt.  Will  the  Senator  endeavor  to  break  his  questions 
down  into  shorter  phrases  so  the  witness  may  know  exactly  what  he  is 
answering. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I think  the  question  is  not  whether  Mr.  Welch 
understands  but  whether  or  not  Mr.  Stevens  does.  You  understand 
the  question,  Bob  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  It  is  too  long  for  me,  Senator,  and  it  should  be 
either  reread  or  broken  down. 

Senator  McC^artiiy.  I will  break  it  down,  and  maybe  your  objec- 
tion is  well  taken.  Did  you  call  General  Back  to  your  office,  on  or 
about  November  24,  195.1,  in  regard  to  General  Lawton,  the  com- 
manding officer  at  the  radar  installations,  at  Fort  ^lonmouth  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I did. 

Senator  McCarthy.  You  did,  and  at  that  time  were  you  consider- 
ably disturbed  about  a report  that  General  Lawton  had  complimented 
the  committee  ? 

Secretary  Sevens.  No,  I wasn’t  disturbed  about  that. 

Senator  McCarthy.  At  that  time  were  you  considering  relieving 
General  Lawton  of  his  command  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  As  I testified  before,  the  matter  was  receiving 
at  that  time  some  consideration. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Now,  Mr.  Secretary,  let  me  say  this  for  your 
protection : General  Back  has  made  a statement  and  I don’t  consider 
him  a committee  witness  at  all,  and  I think  he  is  loyal  to  you,  and  I 
know  that  your  memory  may  be  bad,  and  you  have  testified  here  day 
after  day  under  pressure  and  it  is  very  difficult.  As  you  know,  I have 
had  no  personal  animosity  toward  you,  and  I think 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Senator’s  time  has  expired. 

May  the  Chair  inquire  from  the  members  of  the  committee  what 
their  pleasure  is  ? It  is  approximately  4 : 30  and  do  you  want  to  start 
another  round  or  do  you  want  to  recess  ? 

Senator  Jackson.  I understand  there  is  going  to  be  a vote  and  so 
I would  suggest  that  we  recess. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman 

Senator  Mundt.  Pardon  me,  the  Chair  is  trying  to  find  out  from 
the  members  of  the  committee  whether  they  prefer  to  recess  or  to 
continue. 

Senator  Potter.  Mr.  Chairman,  I would  suggest  we  find  out  from 
Senator  McCarthy  how  much  longer  his  interrogations  will  take,  and 
if  they  will  take  some  time,  we  will  adjourn  over  and  if  not  we  will 
finish  up  tonight. 

Senator  Mundt.  Does  the  Senator  have  any  idea  how  much  longer 
he  desires  to  interrogate  the  witness  ? 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman,  I have  no  way  of  knowing  that, 
because  I don’t  know  how  long  it  will  take  to  elicit  facts  from  the 
witness,  and  may  I say  this:  That  while  I am  not  a member  of  the 
committee,  being  chairman  of  the  parent  committee,  I have  a deep 
interest  in  the  question  which  is  assigned  to  our  committee,  which  is 
efficiency  and  waste  of  money,  and  I think  the  longer  we  carry  this  on 
the  greater  the  waste  and  I think  we  should  follow  Senator  Potter’s 
question  made  this  afternoon,  have  longer  sessions  and  night  sessions 
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and  somehow  get  rid  of  this  red-lined  burlesque  we  are  engaged  in. 

Senator  Mundt.  Does  the  Senator  have  any  idea  how  long  it  will 
take  to  finish  his  questioning? 

Senator  McCarthy.  Not  too  long. 

Senator  Mundt.  Do  you  envision  the  possibility  of  concluding  per- 
haps if  we  were  to  run  on  without  interruption  until  maybe  5 o’clock? 

Senator  McCarthy.  You  mean  if  I have  that  time  without  inter- 
ruption ? 

Senator  Mundt.  Without  interruption. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I doubt  the  other  Senators  will  agree  to  that, 
and  they  will  want  their  10  minutes’  time. 

Senator  Mundt.  Most  of  the  Senators  have  advised  me  that  they 
have  concluded  their  interrogatories,  and  I am  not  sure  about  Mr. 
Welch. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I am  sorry,  if  I haven’t  asked  a question. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Senators  advised  me  that  they  are  unwilling 
to  agree  to  run  on  without  interruption  on  the  part  of  the  Senator. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I assumed  they  wouldn’t. 

Senator  Mundt.  What  is  your  pleasure  ? 

Senator  McClellan.  Mr.  Chairman,  we  are  just  having  a discus- 
sion, and  this  is  not  a point  of  order,  but  we  have  rules  here  and  so 
far  as  I am  concerned  we  are  going  to  try  to  follow  them,  and  I am 
not  going  to  agree  to  give  anybody  a half  hour’s  time  without  inter- 
ruption and  I will  say  that  now.  And  that  will  hold  good  through 
these  hearings,  and  we  are  going  to  follow  these  rules. 

Senator  Mundt.  Now,  may  I focus  the  discussion  on  the  point  at 
question:  Do  you  want  to  recess  now,  or  do  you  prefer  to  continue 
with  another  go  around?  How  many  of  the  members  of  my  subcom- 
mittee prefer  to  recess  now,  and  will  you  raise  your  hand  ? 

How  many  prefer  to  start  in  with  another  round  ? 

Senator  Dworshak.  Can’t  we  complete  our  cross-examination  of 
the  Secretary  this  evening  ? He  has  been  on  several  days  and  I don’t 
know  any  reason  why  we  ought  to  continue  indefinitely  with  one 
witness. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Senator  is  as  good  a prophet  as  I am,  and  I 
am  trying  to  find  out  whether  you  want  to  start  with  another  go 
around  and  the  vote  was  in  favor  of  continuing  for  a while. 

Mr.  J enkins,  have  you  further  questions  ? 

Mr.  Jenkins.  I have  no  further  questions,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  has  none. 

Senator  McClellan? 

Senator  McClellan.  In  order  to  expedite  this  proceeding,  I again, 
l\Ir.  Chairman,  make  my  contribution  to  bring  the  interrogation  of 
this  witness  to  an  end  by  passing. 

Senator  Dirksen.  I have  no  questions  at  the  moment. 

Senator  J ackson.  Pass. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Potter  ? 

Senator  Potter.  I pass. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Symington  ? 

Senator  Symington.  I have  no  questions. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Dworshak? 

Senator  Dworshak.  I have  no  questions. 

Senator  Mundt.  Mr.  Welch? 
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^Ir.  Welch.  I have  no  questions. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  McCarthy? 

Senator  McCarthy.  As  I said  you  know  I have  no  personal  ani- 
mosity toward  you  and  therefore  1 think  in  fairness  to  you  we  should 
tell  you  that  we  have  a statement  from  General  Back  and  I believe  in 
complete  fairness 

^Ir.  Welch.  ^Ir.  Chairman,  I assume  the  Senator  is  offering  a state- 
ment in  evidence. 

Senator  McCarthy.  No,  I am  not. 

Mr.  W ELCTT.  I would  like  to  have  it  submitted  to  counsel  then. 

Senator  McCarthy.  This  statement  was  taken  while  counsel  was 
present,  and  it  is  a summary  prepared  by  my  staff.  Being  a sum- 
mary, I assume  it  will  not  be  admissible  in  evidence,  and  it  is  a 
summary  of  what  General  Back  said  last  night. 

Mr.  Welch.  In  that  event  1 would  like  to  see  it. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  1 advise  the  committee,  the  Senator  is  entitled  to 
use  any  document  he  has  before  him  to  refresh  his  recollection  with 
respect  to  questions  to  the  Secretary  and  not  statements  of  fact. 

Senatr  Mundt.  Senator  McCarthy,  you  hear  counsel.  You  may 
use  the  document  to  refresh  your  memory  and  for  use  in  questioning. 

Senator  McCarthy.  May  I say  to  the  Senators  and  the  chairman: 
This  is  a summary.  1 have  no  objection  at  all  to  this  being  read  by 
the  Secretary  before  he  answers  my  questions  or  by  ]\Ir.  Welch  or 
by  any  member  of  the  committee.  It  so  happens  that  I have  only 
one  copy.  It  is  very  brief.  If  any  of  the  committee  members  care 
to  read  it  they  are  welcome  to  it.  I assume  they  are  not. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  It  is  my  suggestion,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  Senator 
McCarthy  proceed  with  the  interrogation  of  the  witness. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Secretary,  did  you  indicate  to  General 
Back  that  you  were  very  disturbed  because  General  Lawton  in  a speech 
had  paid  tribute  to  the  manner  in  which  our  investigation  at  Fort 
JMonmouth  was  conducted  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I talked  to  General  Back  about  General  Lawton 
and  was  a little  worried  about  his  judgment  in  respect  to  certain 
matters. 

Senator  McCarthy.  You  talked  to  me  also  about  General  Lawton, 
did  you  not  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Mr.  Adams,  I think,  did. 

Senator  McCarthy.  You  also  talked  to  me  about  it.  Do  you 
remember  that? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  happen  to  remember  it.  Senator. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Do  you  recall  that  you  talked  to  me  and  you 
said — I can’t  quote  you  verbatim  but  as  I recall  you  said  there  was 
a possibility  of  relieving  him  of  his  command.  You  said  you  were 
disturbed  about  his  judgment. 

I asked  you  what  disturbed  you,  and  you  said  because  he  had  made 
d speech  in  which  he  pointed  out  at  what  particular  universities  most 
of  the  suspended  people  got  their  educations.  Do  you  recall  that? 

Secretary  Stevens.  In  general,  .yes,  sir.  That  is,  I recall  that  in- 
formation. I don’t  recall  that  conversation  with  you.  Senator. 

Senator  McCarthy.  That  is  rouglily  what  you  were  disturbed 
about  ? 
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Secretary  Stevens.  I was  disturbed  about  some  of  the  things  that 
were  reported  to  me  as  in  that  speech.  Incidentally,  I know  that 
it  is  important,  but  as  Secretary  of  the  Army,  Senator,  I dislike  in- 
tensely to  discuss  the  individual  personal  situation  of  one  of  our 
active  commanding  generals.  If  it  is  essential  to  getting  all  the  facts 
on  the  table,  I am,  of  course,  prepared  to  do  it.  But  I hope  that  you 
will  bear  it  in  mind.  He  is  a fine  ])rofessional  man  and  he  is  still  in 
command  at  Fort  Monmouth. 

Senator  McCarthy.  May  I say,  ]\Ir.  Stevens,  that  I have  the  highest 
respect  for  General  Lawton.  I think  he  is  one  of  the  most  outstand- 
ing generals  with  wliom  I have  ever  come  in  contact. 

The  reason  you  are  being  questioned  on  this  point  is  because  of  the 
information  which  came  to  us  through  various  sources,  including 
your  man  John  Adams,  to  the  effect  that  you  were  going  to  remove  him 
from  his  command  after  he  had  cooperated  with  the  committee.  I 
am  now  interrogating  you  as  to  whether  or  not  it  is  true  that  that  is  the 
reason  why  you  were  going  to  remove  him  or  if  you  had  some  other 
reason  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No;  that  was  not  the  reason.  Senator. 

Senator  McCarthy.  That  was  not  the  reason? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Did  you  tell  General  Back  when  you  called 
him  to  your  office  on  November  24  of  last  year  that  one  of  the  reasons 
why  you  were  very  much  disturbed^ — I believe  the  word  is  “exer- 
cised”— about  Lawton  is  that  he  had  paid  tribute  to  Senator  McCarthy 
and  his  Fort  Monmouth  investigation? 

Secretary  Stevens.  The  thing  I really  remember  talking  to  General 
Back  about  is  the  mention  of  these  colleges  and  universities.  It 
seemed  to  me  that  that  was  outside  the  scope  of  his  activity. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Secretary,  I am  not  asking  for  that  now. 
If  you  were  very  much  disturbed  because  you  felt  Lawton  felt  friendly 
toward  the  committee,  because  Lawton  said  we  were  doing  a good  job, 
if  you  discussed  that  with  Back,  you  should  be  able  to  remember  it. 
It  would  seem  to  me  that  is  just  as  important  as  the  conversations 
you  had  with  Mr.  Carr,  Mr.  Cohn,  or  anyone  else. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I remember  talking  with  General  Back.  I cer- 
tainly do.  It  was  right  in  my  office.  I was  disturbed  for  the  reason 
that  I have  given.  I felt  that  it  was  something  that  I had  to  give 
earnest  consideration  to.  As  I say  once  again,  it  really  eats  my  heart 
out  to  have  to  talk  about  one  of  our  fine  commanding  officers  in  this 
way. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I know  it  does. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Let’s  recognize.  Senator,  that  he  is  still  there. 
He  is  doing  a good  job.  There  was  no  change  made.  He  came 
through  fine. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Did  you  feel  he  was  doing  a good  job  when  you 
were  considering  removing  him  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Obviously,  if  I had  any  worries  about  him  or 
any  other  officer ; if  I didn’t  have  I Avouldn’t  be  considering  taking  any 
action. 

Senator  McCarthy.  It  is  a simple  question,  Mr.  Secretary.  You 
say  he  is  doing  a good  job.  With  that  I heartily  agree.  The  question 
is,  did  you  feel  he  was  doing  a good  job  at  the  time,  as  you  say  you 
were  considerimr  removimi  him  from  that  command? 
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Secretary  Stevens.  1 was  concerned  about  some  of  the  tilings  that 
he  was  purported  to  have  said  in  some  talks  that  he  made  at  Fort 
^Monmouth. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Did  you  think  he  was  doing  a good  job  then? 

Secretary  Stevens.  1 thought  he  was  doing  a good  job,  yes;  but  I 
was  concerned  about  some  of  the  material  in  those  talks. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Would  you  want  to  deny,  ]\Ir.  Secretary,  under 
oath,  that  you  told  General  Back  that  one  of  the  reasons  why  you 
were  considering  removing  Lawton  was  because  he  had  paid  tribute 
to  either  me  or  to  our  committee  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No;  I wouldn't  want  to  deny  that. 

Senator  McCarthy.  In  other  words,  you  don’t  know  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right.  I am  trying  my  best  to  recall 
that  particular  conversation.  It  was  quite  a while  ago.  I have  given 
you  my  recollection  of  it,  Senator,  but  I wouldn’t  be  in  a position  to 
say  that  General  Back  might  not  recall  something  about  the  conversa- 
tion that  I don’t  recall. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Is  it  true  that  after  you  talked  to  General  Back 
on  the  24th,  he  intervieAved  General  Lawton  and  came  back  and  re- 
ported to  you  ? Is  that  true  ? 

Secretary  Ste\t.ns.  After  I talked  with  General  Back,  he  in  turn 
talked  with  General  Lawton.  I know  that  is  true. 

Senator  McCarthy.  And  he  came  back  and  reported  to  you  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I think,  yes,  I got  a memorandum  from  him. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Didn’t  he  come  back  and  personally  discuss  the 
matter  with  you  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  recall.  It  was  either  a memorandum  or 
a visit.  In  any  event,  he  did  come  back. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Is  the  memorandum  available  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  It  is. 

Senator  McCarthy.  With  the  permission  of  the  Chair,  would  you 
produce  that  memorandum? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  know  whether  I have  it  right  here. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I didn’t  expect  you  to  have  it  right  there. 

Let  me  ask  you  this:  Does  your  counsel  know  whether  he  has  it 
1 there  ? 

Mr.  St.  Clair.  Yes. 

Senator  McClellan.  Mr.  Chairman,  a point  of  order.  Any  memo- 
randum that  is  introduced  should  first  be  submitted  to  the  committee 
for  it  to  determine  the  relevancy  or  materiality  of  it. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I think  that  point  is  well  taken. 

Senator  Mundt  The  point  of  order  is  sustained.  Counsel  has  sub- 
mitted the  memorandum. 

Senator  McCarthy.  While  the  Chair  and  counsel  are  examining 
I the  memorandum,  may  I ask  you,  did  he  report  to  you,  Mr.  Stevens, 
i that  General  Lawton  admitted  having  praised  either  me  or  the  com.- 
mittee  for  our  work  in  digging  out  Communists  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I knew  he  had  done  that. 

Senator  McCarthy.  You  know  he  had? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Were  you  disturbed  about  that? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No. 

,,j  Secretary  McCarthy.  Do  you  tell  us  now  under  oath  that  you  didn’t 
I tell  General  Back  you  were  disturbed  about  that  ? 
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Secretary  Stevens.  No;  I did  not  tell  you  that,  Senator. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I don’t  follow  you,  Bob.  You  say  you  were 
not  disturbed.  If  you  were  not  disturbed,  you  certainly  wouldn’t  call 
Back  in  and  tell  him,  “General,  I am  disturbed  about  Lawton’s ” 

Secretary  Stevens.  Senator,  don’t  let’s  get  mixed  up  here. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I wish  we  wouldn’t. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Let’s  see  if  we  can’t  keep  this  thing  simple  and 
keep  it  to  the  truth,  which  I am  trying  to  get  in  front  of  you. 

Senator  McCarthy.  That  would  be  an  excellent  idea. 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  the  idea  I have  had  at  all  times  during 
this  12  or  15  hours  I have  been  sitting  on  this  chair.  I remember 
talking  to  General  Back  and,  as  I say,  I hate  to  discuss  this,  because, 
personally,  with  all  due  deference,  I don’t  see  that  it  is  necessary 
to  do  it. 

Senator  McCarthy.  IJh-huh. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I did  talk  with  Back.  I told  him  I had  some 
reservations  based  on  some  of  the  content  of  some  talks  that  General 
Lawton  had  made  on  the  post  to  personnel  on  the  post  at  Monmouth. 
I can  remember  in  particular  speaking  to  him  about  the  references 
to  dillerent  colleges  and  universities  that  occurred  in  the  remarks 
of  General  Lawton,  and  I thought  that  was  ill-advised  and  would 
be  outside  the  scope  of  a commanding  general  of  a post. 

That  was  my  principal  recollection  of  the  meeting,  but  if  General 
Back  would  testify  that  I said  what  you  have  indicated,  I couldn’t 
deny  it.  I don’t  remember  everything  that  was  said  in  every  con- 
versation. Nobody  can. 

Senator  McCarthy.  In  other  words,  at  this  time,  to  end  this,  at 
this  time  you  can’t  tell  us  whether  or  not  you  told  Back  that  one  of 
the  reasons  why  you  thought  Lawton  should  be  removed,  as  com- 
manding officer,  was  because  he  admired  either  the  committee  or  the 
chairman  of  the  committee  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  recall  that ; I don’t  recall  that. 

Senator  McCarthy.  You  couldn’t  say  yes  or  no  on  that? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I couldn’t  say  either  yes  or  no  on  that.  Senator. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Then  the  reason  you  felt  he  should  be  removed 
was  because  he  discussed,  not  in  any  public  meeting,  but  with  the 
officers  in  his  command,  the  fact  that  there  was  a heavy  preponderance 
of  security  cases  that  came  from  certain  educational  institutions; 
is  that  why  you  felt  he  should  be  removed  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir.  There  were  several  things.  And  as 
I mentioned  I thought  it  was  beyond  his  scope  to  talk  about  these 
colleges  and  universities.  And  I don’t  think  that  was  fitting  a 
commanding  general  of  a military  installation,  and  I wanted  to  be 
sure  that  General  Lawton  was  exercising  the  proper  amount  of  dis- 
cretion and  judgment  with  respect  to  his  day-to-day  activities  in 
regard  to  security  cases. 

And  so,  all  in  all,  it  summed  up  to  the  point  that  I thought  I 
ought  to  review  the  situation  of  General  Lawton,  and  I did  that  with 
the  chief  signal  officer. 

After  it  was  all  over  and  General  Back  had  conferred  with  General 
Lawton,  General  Lawton  was  continued  as  commanding  general  at 
Fort  Monmouth.  And  he  has  done  a fine  job. 
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I take  this  oi)]K)rlunity  of  paying  him  this  tribute,  not  only  because 
he  deserves  it,  but  also  because  I regret  the  necessity  of  discussing  his 
individual  situation. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Senator’s  time  has  again  expired. 

Does  counsel  have  any  further  questions? 

]\Ir.  Jenkins.  1 think,  ^Ir.  Chairman,  that  I will  exercise  my  privi- 
lege and  ask  just  a few  questions  and  try  to  pinpoint  this  particular 
subject  of  inquiry. 

]\Ir.  Secretary,  did  you  know  or  do  you  know  that  yesterday  after- 
noon, after  the  hearings  were  concluded,  1 as  counsel  for  the  committee 
had  a conference  with  General  Back? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes ; 1 knew  that. 

]\Ir.  Jenkins.  Did  you  talk  to  General  Back  after  I had  conferred 
with  him? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Was  anything  that  he  told  to  me,  to  your  knowledge, 
communicated  to  you  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I think  I may  have  a general  idea  of  what  tran- 
spired there,  but  not  a specific  idea. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Will  you  tell  the  committee  from  whom  you  got  that 
general  idea  as  to  the  burden  of  what  General  Back  told  me  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I got  it  from  my  aide.  Colonel  BeLieu. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Now,  General  Back  is  under  your  direct  command, 
is  he  not? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  And  he  is  stationed  at  the  Pentagon? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  That  is  correct  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Secretary,  do  you  recall,  after  these  committee 
hearings  on  Fort  Monmouth,  having  called  General  Back  to  your 
office  on  one  occasion  at  which  time  you  had  before  you  a letter  or  a 
paper  or  a document,  do  you  recall  that  ? 

Secretary  SravENs.  I recall  his  coming  in  my  office;  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Do  you  recall  that  you  had  a letter  or  a document 
from  which  you  read  excerpts  to  General  Back,  with  reference  to 
General  Lawton  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I think  that  is  correct. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Will  you  tell  this  committee  what  that  letter  was, 
from  whom  it  had  come  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I can’t  recall  that.  I thought  you  were  talking 
about 

Mr.  Jenkins.  I am  talking  about  the  time  you  called  General  Back 
to  your  office,  first,  to  discuss  with  him  General  Lawton,  and  General 
Lawton’s  conduct  at  Fort  Monmouth,  after  the  McCarthy  hearings  on 
Fort  Monmouth,  and  asking  you  whether  or  not  you  had  a document 
or  a memorandum  before  you  at  that  time  from  which  you  read  ex- 
cerpts to  General  Back.  Did  you  or  not,  Mr.  Secretary  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  I don’t  remember  the  document.  But  I 
do  remember  that  I had  some  information  or  reports  with  respect  to 
General  Lawton  and  that  is  the  reason  I called  General  Back  to  come 
in. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Do  you  recall  whether  that  information  was  docu- 
mented or  not  I 
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Secretary  Stevens.  I think  there  may  have  been  a newspaper 
clipping  or  something  of  that  sort. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Is  that  what  you  were  reading  from  when  you  called 
General  Back  to  your  office  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  recall,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Do  you  recall  reading  from  anything? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I think  that  I may  have  had  a newspaper 
clipping.  That  is  the  only  thing  I can  recall  at  the  moment. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  would  not  be  in  position  to  contradict  General 
Back  if  he  said  that  you  had  a letter  or  some  document  before  you 
from  which  you  read? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  In  discussing  General  Lawton? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  With  him? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I would  not  be. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  I am  asking  you,  Mr.  Secretary,  whether  or  not  at 
that  time  you  were  very  much  aggravated  and  angered  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I was  not  angered ; I was  agitated. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Were  you  agitated? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  Symington.  A point  of  order,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  witness  has  been  on  the  stand  now  for  the  fifth 
day.  And  now  I respectfully  request  the  chairman  or  the  counsel, 
because  of  the  nature  of  the  questions  which  require  thought,  to  give 
the  witness  a chance  to  answer  the  questions  and  think  at  the  same 
time. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  If  I have  violated  the  rule  in  cutting  this  witness  off 
before  his  answers  are  complete,  I publicly  apologize. 

Now,  Mr.  Secretary,  I ask  you  again  whether  or  not  at  the  time  you 
called  General  Back  to  your  office  to  discuss  General  Lawton,  after 
the  McCarthy  hearings,  whether  or  not  you  were  agitated? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir,  I was. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Disturbed? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Angered? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  I will  ask  you  whether  or  not  on  that  occasion  you 
discussed  with  General  Back  the  attitude  that  had  been  taken  by 
General  Lawton  with  respect  to  the  McCarthy  hearings  at  Fort 
Monmouth  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  we  discussed  that. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Do  you  recall  telling  General  Back  that  it  was  a part 
of  your  information  that  perhaps  General  LaAvton  had  complimented 
Senator  McCarthy  and  his  committee  on  their  investigations  at  Fort 
Monmouth  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I know  that  General  Lawton  had  done  that, 
because 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  knew  it  at  the  time  you  called  General  Back  to 
your  office? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I couldn’t  state  that  I knew  it  at  that  time. 
But  I know  that  General  Lawton  gave  me  a rough  draft  of  the  re- 
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marks  that  he  had  made.  And  that  information  was  in  there,  and  so 
1 knew  about  it. 

J\Ir.  Jenkins.  That  was  later,  was  it  not,  the  following  day? 

Secretary  Stevens.  It  may  have  been. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Now,  then,  among  other  things,  you  said  to  General 
Back  was  that  General  Lawton  had  stated  that  certain  soldiers  at 
Fort  JMonmouth  who  were  graduates  of  certain  educational  institu- 
tions, in  this  country,  had  shown  procommunistic  leanings.  Do  you 
recall  that,  do  you  not,  Mr.  Secretary  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Something  along  that  line,  IVtr.  Jenkins. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  And  that  General  Lawton  had  named  those  institu- 
tions, that  is  correct,  isn’t  it  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  think  that  that  is  quite  correct.  I 
think  that  he  had  named,  as  I recall  it,  about  8 or  10  institutions;  but 
I don’t  recall  any  connection  between  most  of  those  institutions  and 
Fort  Monmouth.  If  that  is  what  you  mean. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  And  you  criticized,  did  you  not.  General  Lawton  to 
General  Back  for  having  specifically  named  those  institutions  of 
learning;  is  that  correct? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I “criticized”  is  possibly  a strong  word,  and  I 
said  I didn’t  think 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  took  him  to  task  for  it  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I talked  to  General  Back  about  it,  yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  And  did  you  then  discuss  with  General  Back  the 
thought  or  intention  which  was  in  your  mind,  of  removing  General 
Lawton  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Oh,  yes,  I did. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  On  that  occasion? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Do  I understand,  or  did  you  know  then  that  General 
Lawton  had  cooperated  with  the  McCarthy  committee  in  its  investiga- 
tions at  Fort  Monmouth? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I certainly  did. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Secretary 

Secretary  Stevens.  I had  ordered  him  to  do  so. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  had  ordered  him  to  do  so? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Certainly  I had  ordered  General  Lawton,  as 
well  as  any  of  our  other  commanding  officers,  to  cooperate  to  the 
fullest  extent  with  this  committee,  or  any  other  committee,  as  that  is 
part  of  my  policy. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Secretary,  were  you  present  in  an  executive  meet- 
ing attended  by  Mr.  Adams  and  General  Lawton,  Senator  McCarthy, 
and  other  members  of  his  staff,  at  which  time  General  Lawton  was 
questioned  about  infiltration  of  Beds  at  Fort  Monmouth?  Were  you 
present  at  such  a meeting  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  The  only  time  I was  there  w^as  on  the  20th  of 
October,  and  I don’t  recall  that  particular  meeting. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Did  Mr.  Adams  ever  report  such  a meeting  to  you? 

Secretary  Stevens.  He  may  have. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  At  which  time  General  Lawton  was  questioned  about 
why  he,  as  the  commander-in-chief  at  Fort  Monmouth,  had  not 
exercised  his  own  prerogatives  in  discharging  or  suspending  subver- 
sives from  Fort  Monmouth? 
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Secretary  Stevens.  As  a matter  of  fact,  I think  that  I personally, 
if  I recall  correctly,  spoke  to  General  Lawton  about  exercising  that 
prerogative. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Counsel,  may  I ask  you 

Senator  Mundt.  A point  of  order  ? 

Senator  McCarthy.  No,  a question  to  counsel. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  must  insist  if  Tve  are  going  to  expedite 
these  hearings,  that  there  be  no  interruptions,  in  conformity  with  our 
rules. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I have  the  testimony  here. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Chairman,  I want  the  document  now  in  the  pos- 
session of  Senator  McCarthy.  I will  say  that  I have  seen  it.  I have 
seen  it  in  Mr.  Cohn’s  office  in  connection  with  my  preparation  of  the 
Cohn-Senator  McCarthy  side  of  this  controversy. 

Senator  McCarthy.  May  I bring  it  up  ? 

Senator  Mundt.  You  may  bring  up  the  document. 

^Ir.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Chairman,  at  this  time  I have  before  me  what 
purports  to  be  a transcript  of  hearings  at  an  executive  session  and 
which  contains  testimony  of  General  Lawton  that  I think  is  pertinent 
to  this  inquiry.  General  Lawton  is  being  interviewed  by  me  this 
afternoon.  I anticipate  that  he  will  be  used  as  a witness.  I do  not 
want  to  read — I state  to  this  committee  as  its  counsel  tliat  the  testi- 
luony  of  General  Lawton  is  material  to  the  issues  involved  in  this 
controversy.  I have  no  intention  of  reading  from  the  testimony  of 
General  Lawton  in  that  executive  meeting  of  this  committee  without 
the  consent  of  this  committee,  and  I now  ask  that  consent  of  tliis 
committee. 

Senator  McClellan.  A parliamentary  inquiry,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  McClellan. 

Senator  McClellan.  Is  this  a document  that  members  of  the  com- 
mittee have  had  an  opportunity  to  see  ? 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Senator  McClellan,  it  is  a transcript  of  hearings  be- 
fore this  committee,  of  which  at  the  time  Senator  McCarthy  was 
chairman,  under  date  of  October  14,  1953,  being  an  executive  session 
of  the  committee,  at  which  time  General  Lawton,  the  commander  of 
Fort  IMonmouth,  was  interrogated. 

Senator  McClellan.  Mr.  Chairman,  I thought  this  was  a docu- 
ment that  had  probably  been  developed  since  these  hearings  started. 

]\Ir.  Jenkins.  This  document  has  been  in  existence  since  October. 

Senator  McClellan.  It  is  a committee  document. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Yes,  it  is.  I ask  the  consent  of  the  committee  to  read 
from  this  document. 

Senator  Mundt.  Does  the  Chair  hear  any  objection?  He  hears 
none.  You  may  proceed. 

Senator  McClellan.  May  I make  a parliamentary  inquiry  ? The 
reading  is  for  the  purpose  of  predicating  a question? 

Mr.  Jenkins.  The  reading  is  for  the  purpose  of  pursuing  the  point 
of  inquiry,  to  wit : Did  or  did  not  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  threaten 
reprisals — I don’t  intimate  that  he  did — I am  pursuing  that  inquiry — 
did  or  did  not  the  Secretary  of  the  xVrmy  threaten  reprisals  against 
General  Lawton  because  General  Lawton  cooperated  with  the  Mc- 
Carthy committee,  complimented  the  McCarthy  committee,  and  did 
such  other  things  as  would  reflect  an  attitude  on  the  part  of  the  Sec- 
retary toward  him  or  against  him. 
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Senator  McClellan.  I think,  Mr.  Chairman,  he  can  be  questioned 
about  them,  but  I don’t  know  about  reading  a whole  document  here. 

]VIr.  Jenkins.  I have  no  intention,  Senator  McClellan 

Senator  McClellan.  You  can  read  anything  to  develop  the 
question. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Not  more  than  one  page  or  a page  and  a half  of 
testimony  given  by  General  Lawton  under  oath. 

Senator  McClellan.  If  it  is  possible  for  the  ])urpose  of  predicating 
a question  to  the  w itness,  then  1 think  it  would  be  competent  or  proper, 
if  counsel  wanted  to  do  so,  to  do  so,  but  without  that  it  would  not 
be  ])i*oper. 

Is  that  correct?  Is  that  the  purpose  for  which  counsel  wushes  to 
read  it,  or  does  he  wish  to  read  it  as  a ])art  of  the  testimony  in  this  case  ? 

]\Ir.  Jenkins.  I wish  to  read  it  for  the  pur]X)se  of  ascertaining 
whether  or  not  a reprisal  on  the  part  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Army 
against  General  Lawton  wtis  threatened  because  of  the  attitude  of 
General  Lawton  with  respect  to  the  McCarthy  investigation  of  Fort 
Monmouth. 

Senator  McClellan.  If  I may  say,  it  is  quite  proper  to  ask  to 
interrogate  the  Secretary  on  that  point,  but  I do  not  want  that  testi- 
mony to  be  made  a part  of  this  record  unless  General  Lawton  or 
whoever  gave  the  testimony  is  here  to  testify. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  General  Lawton  wdll  be  a witness  before  this  com- 
mittee, Senator. 

Senator  Symington.  A point  of  order,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Symington. 

Senator  Symington.  I do  not  know^  what  is  in  that  testimony.  I 
am  not  a lawyer.  I have  been  in  the  Military  Establishment.  I un- 
derstand I still  have  the  right  to  question  the  witness  as  a member  of 
the  committee.  If  there  is  this  testimony  to  be  read,  I wmuld  respect- 
fully request  the  chairman,  inasmuch  as  I have  never  seen  the  testi- 
mony, as  a member  of  this  committee  I be  allowed  to  read  it  in  context 
and  out  of  context  in  order  to  form  my  own  ideas  as  to  how  to  proceed 
in  the  quasi- judicial  job  that  I have  on  this  committee  today. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  will  say,  if  the  Senator  insists  on  read- 
ing it,  which  I think  is  within  his  right,  it  now  being  well  after  4 : 30, 
the  alarm  having  rung  for  a quorum  call  preceding  a vote,  I suggest 
to  my  colleagues  perhaps  we  should  recess  for  the  evening. 

Senator  Symington.  A point  of  order,  Mr.  Chairman.  I would 
not  insist  to  the  chairman.  I wmuld  respectfully  request  the  oppor- 
tunity to  read  the  testimony  in  context. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  was  about  to  wmrk  out  an  arrangement 
so  you  w’ould  have  that  opportunity,  because  w^e  are  having  an  execu- 
tive session  of  the  committee  in  my  office  tomorrow  morning  at  10 
o’clock.  We  are  meeting  here  in  public  session  at  10:30.  Counsel 
will  be  there  with  the  document,  and  at  that  time  certainly,  if  not 
earlier,  you  would  have  a chance  to  read  it. 

Senator  Symington.  I thank  the  chairman. 

Senator  Mundt.  Very  well.  We  will  recess  until  10:  30  tomorrow 
morning  and  will  be  in  executive  session  in  my  office  at  10. 

(Whereupon,  at  5:05  p.  m.,  the  hearing  was  recessed  until  10:30 
a.  m.,  Thursday,  April  29, 1954.) 
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SPECIAL  SENATE  INVESTIGATION  ON  CHARGES  AND 
COUNTERCHARGES  INVOLVING:  SECRETARY  OF  THE 
ARMY  ROBERT  T.  STEVENS,  JOHN  G.  ADAMS,  II.  STRUVE 
HENSEL  AND  SENATOR  JOE  MCCARTHY,  ROYM.  COHN, 
AND  FRANCIS  P.  CARR 


THURSDAY,  APRIL  29,  1954 

United  States  Senatt:, 

Special  Subcommittee  on  Investioations  of  the 

COMMPITEE  ON  GOVERNMENT  OPERATIONS, 

W ashington.,  D.  C. 

The  subcommittee  met  at  10 : 45  a.  m.,  pursuant  to  recess,  in  the 
caucus  room  of  the  Senate  Oliice  Building,  Senator  Karl  E.  Mundt, 
chairman,  presiding. 

ITesent:  Senator  Karl  E.  Mundt,  Kepublican,  South  Dakota;  Sen- 
ator Everett  McKinley  Dirksen,  Kepublican,  Illinois;  Senator  Charles 
E.  Potter,  Kepublican,  Michigan;  Senator  Henry  C.  Dworshak,  Ke- 
publican, Idaho;  Senator  John  L.  McClellan,  Democrat,  Arkansas; 
Senator  Henry  M.  Jackson,  Democrat,  Washington;  and  Senator 
Stuart  Symington,  Democrat,  Missouri. 

Also  present:  Kay  H.  Jenkins,  chief  counsel  to  the  subcommittee; 
Thomas  K.  Prewitt,  assistant  counsel ; and  Kuth  Y.  Watt,  chief  clerk. 

Principal  participants:  Senator  Joseph  R.  McCarthy,  a United 
States  Senator  from  the  State  of  Wisconsin ; Koy  M.  Cohn,  chief  coun- 
sel to  the  subcommittee;  Francis  P.  Carr,  executive  director  of  the 
subcommittee;  Hon.  Robert  T.  Stevens,  Secretary  of  the  Army;  John 
G.  Adams,  counselor  to  the  Army ; H.  Struve  Hensel,  Assistant  Secre- 
tary of  Defense;  Joseph  N.  IVelch,  special  counsel  for  the  Army; 
James  D.  St.  Clair,  special  counsel  for  the  Army;  Frederick  P.  Bryan, 
counsel  to  H.  Struve  Hensel,  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense. 

I Senator  Mundt.  The  committee  will  come  to  order. 

The  Chair  would  like  to  remind  our  guests  that  they  are  here  at  the 
pleasure  of  the  committee,  and  we  will  ask  them  to  comply  with  the 
committee  rules  to  refrain  from  all  manifestations  of  approval  or  dis- 
approval. The  Chair  had  a little  difficulty  with  that  yesterday,  and 
St  is  very  important  that  that  rule  be  enforced.  The  results  have  been 
[some  complaint  from  the  people  in  the  rear  part  of  the  room  that 
those  sitting  in  the  spectators’  seats  closer  to  the  front  at  times  stand 
up  as  the  photographers  do,  and  so  will  you  all  oblige  the  committee 
by  complying  with  that  baseball  slogan,  “Down  in  front,”  so  every- 
body will  be  happy. 

The  Chair  would  like  to  apologize  to  the  television  people  and  the 
folks  who  are  here,  to  counsel  for  both  sides  and  the  witnesses,  for  the 
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fact  that  we  are  a little  late.  We  had  an  executive  committee  meet- 
ing in  our  office  this  morning,  and  no  decisions  were  arrived  at  except 
we  are  all  determined  to  do  everything  possible  to  expedite  the 
hearings  and  get  them  moving  forward  as  rapidly  as  possible,  and 
each  committee  member  is  going  to  give  some  thought  as  to  any  con- 
structive suggestions  he  can  devise  toward  that  end,  and  we  will  meet 
further  on  the  subject  as  necessity  arises. 

We  left  off  with  counsel  interrogating  the  witness.  Mr.  Stevens  is 
ready,  and  Mr.  Welch  is  ready,  and  we  will  begin,  Mr.  Counsel. 

TESTIMONY  OF  EON.  EOBEET  T.  STEVENS,  SECEETAEY  OF  THE 

AEMY — Eesumed 


lUr.  Bryan.  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Mundt.  Flave  you  a point  of  order? 

Mr.  Bryan.  This  is  not  a point  of  order,  but  the  fact  is,  in  view 
of  wliat  occurred  late  yesterday  afternoon,  I would  like  the  record 
to  show  that  my  name  is  Frederick  Bryan,  of  New  York  City,  and 
that  I am  the  personal  attorney  and  counsel  for  Mr.  Hensel  in  this 
proceeding,  and  that  yesterday  I was  in  New  York  keeping  a prior 
professional  engagement;  and  that  fact  was  duly  announced  on  the 
record,  through  the  courtesy  of  Mr.  Jenkins,  on  Monday,  the  26th 
at  the  opening  of  the  afternoon  session,  at  page  460  of  the  record 
so  there  is  no  doubt  about  the  fact  that  Mr.  Hensel  is  representec 
by  counsel,  as  everybody  in  this  proceeding  knew  and  must  hav<| 
known  from  the  beginning. 

Senator  Mundt.  I am  sure  that  is  quite  apparent  in  the  record  now 
sir.  That  is  perfectly  all  right. 

Counsel  will  proceed. 

]\Ir.  Welch.  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Mundt.  Do  you  have  a point  of  order? 

Mr.  Welch.  I have  a point  of  importance. 


Senator  Mundt.  We  would  like  to  get  these  hearings  going,  an^ 


we  would  like  to  expedite  them,  and  you  have  so  expressed  yoursel: 
and  I hope  you  will  constrain  yourself  if  it  is  not  a point  of  order 
and  if  it  is  a point  of  order,  the  Chair  would  be  glad  to  hear  yoi 
of  course. 

Mr.  Welch.  It  is  a point  of  order  and  a point  of  simple  justice. 

Yesterday,  last  night  almost  at  the  close  of  the  day’s  hearings, 
series  of  statements  and  questions  was  placed  in  the  record  by  SenatG 
McCarthy,  which  seemed  to  me  of  the  gravest  importance.  Thor 
statements  and  those  questions  created  what  I conceive  to  be  a total 
false  impression  and  resulted  in  headlines  this  morning  gravely  preji 
dicial  to  the  Army’s  case. 

The  statements  in  question  to  which  I refer  appear  on  pages  94 
945,  and  947  of  the  record. 

At  page  942  of  the  record,  at  the  top  of  the  page.  Senator  McCartl 
in  speaking  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  said ; 


I 

I 


As  I said,  I know  I have  no  personal  animosity  toward  yon,  and  therefcif; 
I think  in  fairness  to  you  we  should  tell  you  that  we  have  a statement  fr(f 
General  Back,  and  I believe  in  complete  fairness — 
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'here  the  Senator  was  interrupted. 

nd  this  statement  was  taken  while  counsel  was  present,  and  it  is  a summary 
repared  hy  my  staff.  Being  a summary,  I assume  it  will  not  be  admissible 
i evidence,  and  it  is  a summary  of  what  General  Back  said  last  night. 

At  pa^e  945  of  the  record,  Senator  McCarthy  asked  this  question 
f the  Secretary : 

Did  you  tell  General  Back  when  you  called  him  to  your  office  on  November  24, 
! last  year,  that  one  of  the  reasons  why  you  were  much  disturbed,  I believe 
le  word  is  “exercised,"  about  Lawton,  is  tliat  he  had  paid  tribute  to  Senator 
cCarthy  and  his  Fort  Monmouth  investigation? 

And  again  on  page  947,  Senator  McCartliy  said: 

I Would  you  want  to  deny,  Mr.  Secretary,  under  oath,  that  you  told  General 
lack  that  one  of  the  reasons  why  you  were  considering  removing  Lawton  was 
[jcause  he  had  paid  tribute  either  to  me  or  to  the  committee? 

I As  I have  indicated,  the  impression  created  by  this  series  of  state- 
ments and  questions  is  so  far  from  tlie  truth  and  so  prejudicial  to 
lie  Army’s  case  that  the  only  possible  thing  to  do  to  repair  the 
lamage  that  was  done  is  to  interrupt  Secretary  Stevens  and  call 
feneral  Back  to  the  stand  so  that  we  may  hear  from  his  lips  the 
’^mple  truth. 

I now  request  that  Mr.  Jenkins  call  General  Back  to  the  stand,  and 
•lUt  to  him  the  questions,  three  in  number,  that  I now  hand  to  Mr. 
^ enkins. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  has  conferred  with  counsel  and  he  be- 
^•'Bves  that  you  have  made  a valid  point  of  order,  and  it  is  perfectly 
roper  that  the  general  in  question  be  called.  But  we  do  not  want 
interrupt  the  proceedings  at  this  time  because  we  hope  to  conclude 
itli  Mr.  Stevens  this  morning,  and  I hope  speedily — and  I am  sure 
lat  everybody  around  the  table,  including  Mr.  Stevens,  must  share 
lat  hope — and  we  will  see  to  it  that  the  gentleman  in  question  is  called 
id  placed  under  oath  in  due  course  and  orderly  proceedings  in  con- 
inction  with  the  counsel’s  plan  for  conducting  the  case. 

The  general  will  be  called  and  if  an  injury  has  been  done  it  will 
#!rectffied. 

Mr.  Welch.  And  promptly,  sir. 

Senator  Mundt.  What  is  that  ? 

Mr.  Welch.  And  promptly. 

Senator  Mundt.  Yes. 

V Mr.  Welch.  Thank  you. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Mundt.  Do  you  have  a point  of  order? 

Senator  McCarthy.  No;  except  I would  say  I would  agree  with 
te.  Welch  and  I have  no  objection  to  calling  General  Back  and  Gen- 
ial Lawton.  I am  not  suggesting  the  Chair  do  it,  but  I want  to 
9fake  it  clear  I would  have  no  objection  to  having  that  done. 

Senator  Mundt.  I am  sure  that  both  will  be  called. 

#Mr.  Jenkins,  you  may  proceed.  You  may  start  to  proceed  and  I 
l)pe  you  may  keep  on  proceeding. 

refdiiMr.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Stevens,  yesterday  afternoon  I was 

fr«f Senator  McCarthy.  I know  we  decided  this  morning  we  would  try 
1 expedite  this  as  much  as  possible,  but  let  me  take  just  10  seconds.  I 
;:Dnder  if  Mr.  Jenkins,  in  view  of  Mr.  Welch’s  statement,  if  Counsel 
e.nkins  would  not  state  for  the  record  whether  or  not  I was  giving  a 
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substantially  correct  analysis  of  General  Back’s  testimony  or  woulc 
you  prefer  to  wait  until  General  Back  is  on  the  stand  ? 

Mr.  Jenkins.  I have  been  unsworn,  Senator  McCarthy.  I am  nc 
longer  a witness. 

Mr.  Secretary,  I was  examining  you  yesterday  afternoon  at  adjourn 
ment  time  with  reference  to  whether  or  not  you  undertook  to  plan  t( 
or  had  any  thought  of  exercising  any  reprisals  against  General  Law 
ton  by  reason  of  any  conduct  on  his  part.  My  recollection  is  tha 
your  answer  was  in  the  negative,  is  that  correct  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No  reprisals ; no,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  did,  however,  have  in  mind  and  consider  remov  c 
ing  General  Lawton  from  Fort  Monmouth,  as  I believe  you  state(  ( 
yesterday.  j 

Secretaiy  Stevens.  Mr.  Jenkins,  goodness  knows  I am  the  felloe  r 
who  is  primarily  interested  in  expediting  this  hearing  along , S 

Mr.  Jenkins.  And  I believe  you  can  do  so  if  you  will  say  yes  or  n 
and  then  make  what  explanation  you  want  to  make,  Mr.  Secretary. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I do  hope  that  we  do  not  have,  on  this  fine  prc 
fessional  soldier,  gone  too  much  into  his  personal  situation. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  I understand  you.  You  stated  all  that  yesterday  oi  i 
several  occasions,  that  he  is  a fine  professional  soldier.  But  did  or  n( 
you  have  in  mind  his  removal  from  Fort  Monmouth  for  reasor 
known  to  yourself? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I gave  the  matter  some  thought. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  And  you  discussed  the  matter  with  General  Bact  lii 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  correct. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  have  never  discussed  it  with  General  Lawtc  ?yi 
personally  ? ! 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir.  i s; 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  know,  Mr.  Secretary,  of  an  executive  session  he! 
on  October  14,  do  you  not? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  were  not  present? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I was  present  at  part  of  the  session  on  Octob 
14,  yes.  ' 

Mr.  Jenkins.  I will  ask  you  whether  or  not  at  that  executive  sessu 
on  October  14  Mr.  Adams  was  likewise  present.  I 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  he  was. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  He  was  present  at  all  times  during  that  session,  w 
he  not  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I could  not  answer  that  of  my  own  certa' 
knowledge. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Very  well.  Let  me  ask  you  this  question : Did  or  m 
Mr.  Adams  report  to  you  this  conversation  which  allegedly  occurr 
at  that  executive  session:  That  Senator  McCarthy  asked  Genei 
Lawton — this  being  on  October  14 — how  many  poor  security  risks 
as  commanding  officer  of  that  area  had  dismissed  during  his  tenu 
of  office  there,  and  that  General  Lawton  replied  that  he  had  dismiss' 
none  up  to  within  2 weeks  of  that  date,  being  approximately  Octob 
1.  Did  Mr.  Adams  report  to  you  that  such  a question  and  such 
answer  substantially  were  asked  and  given  ? V 

Secretary  Stevens.  I am  not  sure  that  Mr.  Adams  reported  that 
me,  but  I became  aware  of  it  at  some  time.  m\ 
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I*  Mr.  Jenkins.  I will  ask  you  this  further.  I am  not  reading  from 
I the  transcript  of  the  record,  but  from  having  read  it  and  relying  upon 
niy  memory,  I will  ask  you  this  further:  State  whether  or  not  IVIr. 
Adams  reported  to  you  that  General  Lawton  was  asked  by  Senator 
McCarthy  why  he  had  not  discharged  or  susjiended  })oor  security  risks 
prior  to  a 2-week  period  next  ]jreceding  October  14;  and  I will  ask 
you  whether  or  not  the  reply  of  General  Lawton  was  this : “There  sits 
one  of  the  reasons” — pointing  to  Mr.  Adams,  and  tliat  the  examination 
was  pursued  by  Senator  McCarthy  and  he  asked  him  whether  or  not 
he  had  had  any  orders  from  you  as  Secretary  of  the  Army  to  dismiss 
Dr  suspend  no  bad  security  risks  on  his  own  responsibility,  and  that 
General  Lawton  thereupon  replied,  “I  would  rather  not  answer  that 
question,”  and  that  when  he  was  interrogated  as  to  why  he  would 
rather  not  answer  “It  is,”  his  reply  was,  “1  am  working  for  Secretary 
Stevens.” 

, Did  Mr.  Adams  report  such  a conversation  to  you  in  substance? 

Mr.  Welch.  Mr.  Chairman,  1 need  not 

; Senator  Mundt.  Have  you  a point  or  order? 

Mr.  Welch.  I need  not  say  to  a gentleman  of  Mr.  Jenkins’  skill  that 
i;hat  is  a pretty  long  question  to  hand  any  witness. 

I Mr.  Jenkins.  If  you  object,  I will  break  it  down,  Mr.  Welch. 

Mr.  Welch.  I hate  to  take  the  time. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  So  do  I. 

Mr.  Adams  reported  to  you  what  occurred  on  October  14  in  execu- 
ive  session  of  the  committee,  did  he  not? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Mr.  Jenkins,  he  re})orted  something.  1 do  not 
luppose  he  reported  it  all  in  detail. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  He  reported  to  you  that  General  Lawton  was  then 
examined  by  Senator  McCarthy,  did  he  not? 

I Secretary  Stevens.  Yes. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  That  is  an  important  event.  Do  you  recall  that? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  All  right,  Mr.  Secretary,  he  reported  to  you  the  testi- 
)l|aony  in  substance  of  General  Lawton,  did  he  not?  That  is  an  imj)or- 
I ant  event. 

!i  Secretary  Stevens.  I have  no  recollection  that  he  reported  it  sen- 
ence  by  sentence  or  question  by  question. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  I said  in  substance.  Did  he  or  not?  You  were  the 
Secretary  of  the  Army.  Lawton  was  under  you.  You  say  that  you 
vere  giving  consideration  to  relieving  him  or  transferring  him,  and 
^ou  were  interested  to  know  his  attitude,  obviously.  Did  Mr.  Adams 
eport  to  you  in  substance  the  testimony  of  General  Lawton  before 
[whe  executive  committee? 

in : Secretary  Stevens.  I was  not  giving  any  thought  to  changing  Gen- 
g ral  Lawton  as  of  the  14th  of  October ; no. 

ksl  Mr.  Jenkins.  All  right.  I will  ask  you  this  question  now,  then: 
;iii  is  a result  of  what  Mr.  Adams  told  you  with  respect  to  the  testimony 
g General  Lawton,  is  that  when  you  started  giving  consideration  to 

5 suspending  him  or  transferring  him  ? 

I Secretary  Stevens.  That  it  had  nothing  to  do  with  it. 

1 Mr.  Jenkins.  Nothing  to  do  with  it.  Now  I revert  to  my  original 
|uestion : Did  Mr.  Adams  report  to  you  after  the  meeting  of  October 
.'4,  the  executive  session,  in  substance  the  testimony  of  General  Lawr 
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ton,  one  of  your  generals  in  charge  of  an  important  installation  ? Did  i 
he  or  not,  Mr.  Stevens?  | 

Secretary  Stevens.  I think  that  he  did.  i 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  think  he  did.  He  reported  to  you  in  substance 
what  he  swore  under  oath. 

I will  ask  you  this  question : Did  he  tell  you,  among  other  things, 
that  General  Lawton  was  asked  whether  or  not  he  on  his  own  initi- 
ative— and  I believe  you  testified  the  other  day  that  he  had  that 
authority — had  discharged  or  suspended  any  poor  security  risk? 
That  is  one  question.  Did  he  tell  you  that? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I do  not  recall  that  he  did. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Well,  Mr.  Secretary,  don’t  you  recall  that  that  was 
the  very  purpose  of  the  examination  of  General  Lawton  by  Senator 
McCarthy  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I thought  that  the  purpose  of  the  hearings  up 
there — it  was  while  I was  there — was  to  interview  various  people  who 
either  were  or  had  been  connected  with  the  Fort  Monmouth  installa- 
tion and  who  conceivably  might  shed  some  light  on  security  questions. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  And  General  Lawton  would  be  expected  to  know 
more  about  that  than  any  other  living  human  being ; wouldn’t  he  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  He  would  know  a lot  about  it. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Yes.  I believe  you  say  he  is  a fine,  outstanding 
officer. 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  A highly  intelligent  man. 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  And  one  of  your  subordinates. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  In  charge  of  an  important  installation. 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Stevens,  do  you  mean  to  tell  this  committee — and 
I am  not  implying  how  I feel  about  it  one  way  or  the  other,  please  ^ 
understand  that — the  committee  has  to  evaluate  your  testimony  and 
determine  how  much  weight  to  give  it.  Are  you  telling  this  committee 
now  that  you  do  not  recall  Mr.  Adams,  your  attorney,  the  man  whc- u 
had  been  appointed  as  your  liaison  officer  to  work  with  this  committee  ' ; 
telling  you  that  General  Lawton  was*  asked  by  Senator  McCarthy 
whether  or  not  he.  General  Lawton,  had  on  his  own  initiative  sus-: 
pended  or  discharged  subversives  or  bad  risks  while  he  had  been  a1  « 
Fort  Monmouth  ? Do  you  not  recall  that,  Mr.  Secretary  ? ; 

Secretary  Stevens.  I answered  that  question  before,  Mr.  Jenkins  i .. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  What  is  your  best  impression  about  it? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I say  I don’t  remember  that. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Have  you  got  any  impression  one  way  or  the  othei; 
about  whether  or  not  such  vital  and  important  information  was  im  > 
parted  to  you  by  Mr.  Adams  ? \ 

Secretary  Stevens.  No;  I know  what  the  statistics  show,  and  I in  s 
troduced  them  into  the  record  with  respect  to  the  suspensions  at  Forf  j 
Monmouth.  ' 

Mr.  Jenkins.  I will  ask  the  question  this  way : Did  you  later  lean  v 
that  General  Lawton  was  asked  that  question  by  Senator  McCarthy  I- 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  think  that  I had  any  particular  informa 
tion.  I knew  that  General  Lawton  appeared,  but  I do  not  recal 
having  any  particular  close  connection  with  whatever  it  was  he  testi 
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fied  to  until  recently  when  I learned  more  about  what  was  in  the 
testimony. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  At  one  time  you  gave  consideration  to  relieving 
General  Lawton,  and  you  did,  did  you  not  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I gave  the  matter  some  thought. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Yes,  sir;  all  right,  we  will  call  it  thought  instead  of 
consideration,  Mr.  Secretary.  And  in  determining  whether  or  not  it 
ought  to  have  been  done,  you  naturally  would  have  investigated  his 
record  and  his  attitude  at  Fort  Monmouth,  wouldn’t  you? 

That  is  right,  isn’t  it? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Mr.  Jenkins,  the  reason — I explained  yester- 
clay 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  are  not  answering  my  question,  Mr.  Secretary, 
and  we  will  get  along  better  and  the  question  is  simple.  In  determin- 
ing whether  or  not  he  ought  to  be  relieved,  you  naturally  gave  some 
consideration  to  his  attitude  and  his  loyalty  or  disloyalty  and  his 
ability,  and  so  forth,  and  what  he  had  said  and  done.  I take  it  that 
you  made  an  investigation  of  it  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I testified  yesterday  on  why  I gave  thought  to 
this  question. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  I understand  that,  and  in  thinking  of  the  question, 
wouldn’t  you  naturally,  as  Secretary  of  the  Army  and  charged  wuth 
the  responsibilities  that  you  are,  have  given  consideration  to  the  type 
of  work  that  General  Lawton  was  doing,  and  to  the  type  of  man  he 
tvas,  and  his  public  utterances,  and  his  private  utterances.  Did  you 
do  that,  and  give  the  man  an  investigation  and  make  one  of  him  before 
j^ou  made  that  momentous  decision  ? Did  you  or  not  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I accepted  all  of  General  Lawton’s  qualifications 
100  percent,  and  the  only  thing  that  I had  in  mind  that  really  con- 
cerned me,  as  I testified  yesterday,  was  the  question  of  (a)  some  ref- 
iibrences  to  colleagues  in  a statement  that  he  made;  and,  (2>),  I just 
wanted  to  say  myself  that  he  was  using  good  judgment  in  his  job  from 
* day  to  day. 

4 Mr.  Jenkins.  So  that  now  this  morning  as  you  sit  there,  you  are 
I'fnot  able  to  recall,  you  tell  us,  whether  or  not  you  knew  that  General 
Lawton  had  been  asked  by  Senator  McCarthy  whether  or  not  he  had 
liji suspended  any  subversives  on  his  own  initiative.  Is  that  what  you  are 
saying  now  ? Is  that  right  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  happen  to  recall  that  particular. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  All  right,  do  you  recall  this : That  Mr.  Adams  told  you 
Si  that  General  Lawton’s  reply  to  the  committee’s  question  was  in  sub- 
stance this : “No,  I have  not  suspended  anyone  for  the  past  21  months, 
while  I have  been  in  command  at  Monmouth,  with  the  exception  of  the 
li  Hast  2 weeks.”  Does  that  register  with  you,  Mr.  Secretary  ? 
t ^ Secretary  Stevens.  I think  that  I heard  that. 

Mr.  J ENKiNS.  You  think  that  you  heard  that  ? 
iid  Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

0!  1 Mr.  Jenkins.  From  the  lips  of  Mr.  Adams,  who  is  your  mouthpiece, 
as  I understand  it,  on  occasion  ? 

]C  I Secretary  Stevens.  Mr.  J enkins,  it  is  terribly  hard  for  me  to  an- 
Ijjswer  these  questions,  sir,  because  I don’t  get  a chance  to  answer  one 
$ question  before  you  start  on  another,  sir. 

ti  i Mr.  Jenkins.  I do  beg  your  pardon,  and  I will  try  not  to  repeat 
it  the  offense. 
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Secretary  Stevens.  It  is  very  difficult,  and  I am  trying  my  mos 
sincere  way  to  get  the  facts  before  this  committee. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  When  I violate  the  rule,  call  it  to  my  attention,  Mr 
Welch,  please,  sir. 

Now,  you  understand  the  last  question,  don’t  you  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  It  is  out  of  my  mind  now,  sir,  because 
frankly 


Senator  Mundt.  The  reporter  will  repeat  the  question. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  May  I repeat  it?  The  question  that  I asked  you,  an 
I thought  I got  your  answer,  was  this : Do  you  now  recall  that  f roi 
the  lips  of  Mr.  Adams  you  got  the  information  that  General  Lawton 
reply  was  that  he  had  made  no  suspensions  of  subversives  or  questioi 
able  risks  on  his  own  initiative  for  the  21  months  of  his  tenure  in  offic 
at  Fort  Monmouth,  with  the  exception  of  the  2 weeks  next  precedin 
the  date  of  the  testimony  of  October  14.  Do  you  recall  that  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Did  I answer  that  question  ? 

Mr.  Jenkins.  I understood  that  you  did,  and  I may  be  in  error. 

Secretary  Stevens.  May  we  have  the  answer  read  ? 

Senator  Mundt.  You  may  have  the  answer  read.  I think  you  d 
answer  it. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Please  read  it. 

(Whereupon,  the  question  and  answer  referred  to  was  read  by  t] 
reporter  as  above  recorded.) 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Then  your  answer  is  that  “I  think  that  I heard  thal 
and  you  did  receive  that  information  from  Mr.  Adams,  is  that  correc 

Secretary  Stevens.  I can’t  state  that  I received  it  from  Mr.  Adan 

Mr.  Jenkins.  But  you  did  receive  it? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I think  that  I received  it. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Very  well.  Do  you  further  recall  that  you  w( 
informed  by  either  Mr.  Adams,  or  anyone  else,  that  General  Lawt 
was  then  asked  why  he  did  not  effect  any  suspensions  on  his  o’’ 
initiative  ? | 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir.  i 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  don’t  recall  that?  I 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Well,  do  you  recall  that  Mr.  Adams  informed  y 
or  anyone  else  informed  you  that  General  Lawton  stated  that 
reason  he  didn’t — no — that  he  was  asked  a question  as  to  why 
didn’t,  and  that  he  pointed  to  someone  and  said,  “There  is  one  reaso 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  recall  ever  having  heard  that. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Do  you  deny  ever  having  heard  that? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  recall  having  heard  it. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Do  you  recall  that  he  was  asked  this  specific  qiN«;r 
tion,  “Did  Secretary  Stevens  ever  direct  you  not  to  make  any  susp  t 
sions  on  your  own  initiative?” — that  is  one  question  and  I will  s 
there. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Actually,  Mr.  Jenkins,  I had  orders  out  tojJ 
of  our  commanders,  to  all  of  our  field  installations. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Your  answer  is  not  responsive,  Mr.  Secretaiy. 

Secretary  Stevens.  And  they  were  to  exercise  their  own  judgiri 
in  these  matters. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  I know,  but  your  answer  is  not  responsive,  and  jK 
lawyers  will  advise  you  that.  It  doesn’t  respond  to  my  question 
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J ]\Iy  question  is  do  you  recall  General  Lawton  being  interrogated 
and  asked  “Did  Secretary  Stevens  ever  order  you  not  to  make  these 
1;  suspensions?”  Now  that  is  one  question  and  very  simple. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I certainly  never  heard  anything  like  that, 

]\Ir.  Jenkins.  You  didn’t  hear  that  and  now  your  answer  is  definite. 
1 Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  recall  having  heard  anything  like  that. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Do  you  recall  that  General  Lawton’s  re|)]y  was,  in 
substance : “I  would  rather  not  answer ; I am  working  for  Secretary 
D Stevens?” 

11  Secretary  Stevens.  That  I am  unfamiliar  with, 
n Mr.  Jenkins.  Now,  you  are  telling  this  committee  that  your  em- 
it, ployee,  Mr.  Adams,  did  not  commnnicate  to  you  a message  as  vitally 
as  important  as  that,  with  respect  to  General  Lawton,  one  of  your 
m generals? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Mr.  Jenkins,  I had  given  instructions  that  our 
field  commanders  were  to  exercise  their  own  judgment  in  these  mat- 
ters of  suspension,  and  I expected  them  to  do  it  and  I made  that  clear. 
And  that  applied  to  General  Lawton  as  well  as  the  field  commanders 
di  at  other  installations.  I expected  them  to  do  it. 

I can’t  conceive  of  having  suggested  to  not  do  it  and  I certainly 
did  not  instruct  them  not  to  do  it. 

tlj  Mr.  Jenkins.  I will  not  pursue  that  any  further,  ]\Ir.  Secretary. 
I Mr.  Adams  is  under  your  command,  of  course ; is  he  not  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  He  takes  instructions  from  you  ? 
ij  Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  He  carries  out  your  orders? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  As  far  as  you  know,  he  has  always  done  that  faith- 
1(  fully? 

Qn  Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  And  he  is  still  in  your  employ  in  the  same  capacity 
in  which  he  was  originally  employed  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  I will  ask  you  this:  Did  you  instruct — and  as  far  as 
y,  you  know,  he  has  never  given  an  order  or  a directive  except  upon 
^^your  direction? 

y Secretary  Stevens.  Mr.  Adams  doesn’t  have  the  authority  to  give 
;oi  instructions. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  I will  ask  you  this,  Mr.  Secretary : Did  or  not  early 
in  November  of  last  year  Mr.  Adams  talk  to  General  Lawton  and  say 
in  substance,  “General,  I hope  you  see  your  way  clear  to  withdraw 
qi,  certain  cases  which  you  have  recommended  for  removal  as  bad  secur- 
jpiiity  risks.”  Did  you  direct  Mr.  Adams  to  make  such  a communica- 
j(;  tion  to  General  Lawton  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I can’t  recall  anything  about  that. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  can’t  recall  anything  about  it? 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Did  Mr.  Adams  ever  advise  you  that  he  had  given 
jgi  such  a directive  or  made  such  a request  of  General  Lawton  ? 

Secretary  Stevens  I can’t  recall  anything  about  that, 
jiii  Mr.  Jenkins.  That  is  a tremendously  important  thing,  isn’t  it,  Mr. 
Secretary,  and  sheds  great  light  on  the  issues  of  this  controversy? 
I ask  you  now  to  search  your  mind,  and  you  may  consult  with  counsel 
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or  ask  for  a recess.  I want  you  to  search  your  mind,  and  I want  you  j 
to  answer  this:  Did  or  not  you  direct  Mr.  Adams  to  call  General  | 
Lawton  by.  telephone  and  say,  in  substance : “I  hope  you  can  see  your  | 
way  clear  to  withdraw  certain  cases  which  you  have  recommended  for  I 
removal  as  bad  security  risks,”  and  that  General  Lawton  replied  as 
follows:  “I  will  not;  let  the  Secretary  take  the  responsibility.” 

Again  I say,  Mr.  Secretary,  in  all  fairness  to  you,  I want  to  state 
this : I have  not  asked  a single  question  of  you  or  any  other  wutness 
unless  I thought  there  was  some  reasonable  basis  for  it,  and  I think 
it  fair  that  you  and  your  eminent  counsel  now  know  that  I am  read- 
ing from  a written  document  prepared  by  now  Captain  Corr — he  has 
been  promoted — prepared  by  Captain  Corr  in  my  presence  and 
General  Lawton’s  presence,  and  in  the  very  handwriting  of  Captain 
Corr,  and  I pass  it  to  the  chairman  to  determine  whether  or  not  I 
have  correctly  quoted  from  it. 

I say  that  it  is  of  vital  importance  to  the  issues  of  this  lawsuit. 
Senator  Dirksen.  Investigation. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Well,  investigation. 

I am  asking  for  an  answer — ‘‘yes”  or  “no.” 

Secretary  Stevens.  Can  I look  at  the  paper  ? 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  certainly  may. 

(Document  passed  to  Secretary  Stevens.) 

Mr.  Welch.  Mr.  Chairman,  before  I look  at  the  paper,  may  I say  j 
a word  to  my  friend,  Mr.  Jenkins? 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Yes 

Mr  Welch.  I am  informed,  Mr.  Jenkins,  that  you  have  tried  many 
murder  trials,  and  with  great  success,  but  may  I remind  you,  my 
friend,  that  this  is  not  a murder  trial,  and  that  you  are  examining 
the  Secretary  of  the  Army.  It  may  feel  good  to  me  when  you  jump 
down  the  throats  of  the  witnesses  on  the  other  side,  but  I beg  of  you,  , 
this  witness  is  entitled,  I think,  to  at  least  ordinary  courtesy.  In  your 
zeal,  which  I admire,  I think  by  the  tone  of  your  voice  you  may  convey  , 
an  impression  to  the  country  that  you  would  not  wish  to  convey.  ■ 
Senator  Mundt.  Senator  McClellan?  ' 

Senator  McClellan.  Mr.  Chairman,  I have  no  particular  comment. 

I think  the  witness  should  be  subjected  to  cross-examination,  and  I 
think  these  questions  are  pertinent  to  the  issues.  I think  the  witness 
should  be  required  to  answer. 

Senator  Mundt.  May  the  Chair  state  as  far  as  he  is  concerned,  all 
witnesses  must  appear  in  this  committee  room  at  the  same  level.  We  • 
expect  generals  and  privates.  Senators  and  Secretaries,  employees,  all 
to  be  treated  the  same.  We  are  trying  to  find  out  the  truth.  There 
is  no  measure  of  disrespect  for  any  of  them,  I am  sure,  implied  in  any  • 
of  the  questions  the  counsel  is  asking  in  his  zealous  and  difficult  task  j 
of  getting  at  the  truth.  ^ 

Mr.  Symington  ? ^ ^ 

Senator  Symington.  Mr.  Chairman,  I would  like  to  completely  sup-; 
port  the  remarks  made  by  my  colleague,  the  distinguished  Senior 
Senator  from  Arkansas.  ) 

Mr.  Welch.  Mr.  Chairman,  is  it  proper  for  me  now  to  read  the  L 
paper  that  has  been  handed  to  the  witness  ? s 

Senator  Mundt.  Suit  yourself.  You  are  not  “allowed.”  You  are  i) 
not  a witness.  Of  course  you  may  consult  it. 
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!Mr.  'Welch.  May  the  witness  read  it  ? 

Senator  Mundt.  Surely  he  may. 

(Witness  examining  document.) 

Mr.  Welch.  Shall  1 read  this  out  loud  ? 

Senator  Mundt.  You  may,  sir,  if  you  care  to.  Will  you  read  every- 
thing on  the  paper,  then,  Mr.  Secretary  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  It  has  the  Avord  Xovember,  “N-o-v.,”  with  a 
question  mark  after  it.  Then  it  says, 


Adams  asked  Lawton  by  phone,  “I  hope  you  can  see  your  way  clear  to  withdraw 
certain  cases  which  you  have  recommended  for  removal  as  bad  security  risks.” 
Lawton:  “I  would  not  let  the  Secretary  take  the  responsibility.” 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Isn’t  that  precisely  what  I read  to  you,  Mr.  Secretary  ? 
Secretary  Stevens.  As  far  as  I know,  it  is,  sir. 

Senator  Jackson.  A point  of  order,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Could  the  counsel  advise  what  we  are  reading  from  just  for  identifi- 
cation ? 


Mr.  Jenkins.  We  are  reading  from  a document  Avritten  by  General 
LaAvton’s  aide  previous  to  the  last  feAV  hours  Lieutenant  Corr,  noAV 
Captain  Corr 

j Senator  Jackson.  A telephone  conversation  ? 

Mr.  Jenkins.  No,  sir;  Avritten  by  Captain  Corr  in  my  presence  and 
in  the  presence  of  General  LaAvton  this  morning  prior  to  your  execu- 
tive session;  and  with  the  consent  and  approval  of  General  Lawton, 
I requested  the  General’s  aide  to  Avrite  it  out  in  his  presence.  It  Avas 
written  in  his  presence,  in  the  liandAvriting  of  Captain  Corr,  and  Avas 
fl  read  by  General  LaAvton,  avIio  is  in  this  room  along  with  his  aide, 
!'  Captain  Corr.  And  that.  Senator  Jackson,  is  what  I have  read. 

Senator  Jackson.  That  is  Avhat  I understood,  but  Avhat  is  the  No- 
vember date  ? That  is  Avhat  threAV  me  off. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  The  “Nov.”  has  a miestion  mark  after  it.  General 
Lawton  told  Captain  Corr  and  me  tliat  that  conversation  was  early 
in  November,  but  he  Avas  unable  to  give  the  date  and  for  that  reason 
it  is  put  “November,  question  mark.” 

Senator  Jackson.  I see.  It  sounded  like  a memo  that  I understood 
had  been  written  today,  but  it  had  the  November  date  on  it. 

Mr.  Welch.  I would  like  to  suggest- 


Senator  Mundt.  Do  you  have  a point  of  order  ? 

Mr.  Welch.  That  Senator  Jackson  look  at  the  memorandum, 
i'll  ‘ Senator  Mundt.  We  will  be  glad  to  have  the  memorandum  returned 
to  the  committee  table  so  the  committee  members  can  all  look  at  it. 
ill  Will  counsel  proceed  with  his  questions? 

eit ; Mr.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Chairman,  I have  not  yet  received  an  answer  to 
ii'I  my  last  question. 

j'Jii  Senator  Mundt.  Do  you  have  the  last  question  in  mind,  or  should 
1 1 have  the  reporter  read  it  ? 

Secretary  Stea^ens.  No,  I just  read  that,  and  I have  it  in  mind.  I 
ij  have  no  recollection  of  any  such  telephone  conversation  and  obviously 
could  not  have  been  on  the  phone. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Your  answer  is  that  you  have  no  recollection  of  such 
tH  conversation  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  And  that  it  obviously  could  not  have  been  over  the 
; telephone  ? 
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Secretary  Stevens.  I mean  I was  not  on  the  telephone. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Secretary,  there  is  nothing  in  my  question  to 
imply  that  that  was  a conversation  between  you  and  General  Lawton. 

I am  sure  that  you  understand  the  import  and  plain  meaning  of  my 
words 

Secretary  Stevens.  What  I was  trying  to  say,  sir,  is  that  this  is 
evidently  a telephone  conversation  between  Adams  and,  I guess, 
General  Lawton. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  We  are  agreed  on  that. 

Senator  Jackson.  I do  not  want  to  interrupt,  but  a point  of  order. 

I raised  the  point  of  order  earlier  as  to  the  nature  of  this  memo.  Now 
I have  read  the  memo,  and  I note  in  the  first  sentence — first  there  is 
“November,  question  mark,”  and  then  it  says  this:  “Adams  asked 
Lawton  by  phone” — and  then  it  goes  on,  “I  hope — ” so  and  so.  It  is 
a reference  to  a telephone  conversation. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Certainly  it  is. 

Senator  Mundt.  Everybody  is  in  agreement  on  that. 

Senator  Jackson.  I am  not  trying  unnecessarily  to  take  up  time,  * 
but  I am  just  trying  to  keep  the  record  clear  so  I can  follow  this 
testimony.  It  is  a memorandum  with  reference  to  a telephone  con-  ^ 
versation.  I think  that  ought  to  be  clarified  at  this  point.  It  is 
being  offered. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  That  is  part  of  my  question.  Senator  Jackson. 
Senator  Jackson.  I asKed  earlier  and  was  advised  that  it  was  not.  ^ 
Senator  Mundt.  The  Secretary  answered  the  question  while  you 
were  reading  the  memorandum. 

Senator  Jackson.  May  I ask  who  listened  in  on  the  telephone 
conversation  ? 

Mr.  Jenkins.  There  is  nothing  in  the  question  to  indicate  that  any- 
body listened  in.  As  far  as  I know,  nobody  listened  in.  It  may  de-  m 
velop  that  somebody  did.  If  somebody  did,  I have  not  been  sc 
advised. 

Mr.  Welch.  Mr.  Chairman,  I think  this  is  a question  of  relevancy,  w 
This  was  not  a telephone  conversation  between  this  witness  and 
General  Lawton. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  No,  but  one  between  General  Lawton  and  Mr.  Adams 

who  is  the  representative  and  the  mouthpiece  of  this  witness,  and Pa 

Mr.  Welch.  That  is  another  matter,  sir.  Mr.  Adams  may  be  askec' 
about  it,  but  this  witness 

Mr.  Jenkins.  I am  asking  this  witness  if  Mr.  Adams  reported  that  ^ 
to  him,  or  if  it  was  made  at  this  witness’  direction.  ! i. 

Mr.  Welch.  Well,  he  may ' 

Senator  Mundt.  One  point  of  order  at  a time,  and  the  Chair  wil  ii 
rule  on  the  point  of  order  of  Mr.  Welch,  that  it  appears  to  be  a per-  ^ 
fectly  relevant  question  to  ask  if  the  Secretary  knew  about  the  phom  ' 
conversation  or  not. 

Mr.  Welch.  That  is  the  question  he  should  answer.  i 

Secretary  Stevens.  I have  no  recollection  of  it  at  all.  ■- 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Shall  I proceed?  ^ 

Senator  Jackson.  Just  this  point  of  order.  I am  trying  to  get  this  > 
memorandum  straight  in  my  mind.  Obviously,  from  this  memoran*  U 
dum,  which  I assume  is  from  Captain  Corr,  is  it  ? ! > 

Mr.  Jenkins.  It  is  not  2 hours  old.  ^ 

Senator  Jackson.  AVritten  out  by  Captain  Corr  ? 
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]\Ir.  elENKiNs.  Ill  my  [iresencc  and  in  tlie  presence  of  General 
Lawton  and  at  the  direction  of  General  Lawton. 

Senator  Jackson.  My  ])oint  of  order  is  that  I would  like  to  know 
wliether  or  not  Captain  Corr  listened  in  on  tliis  telephone  conversa- 
tion, because  the  memorandum — just  a minute — the  memorandum  says 
Adams  asked  Lawton  by  phone,  and  then  he  goes  on  and  repeats  the 
memorandum  of  the  conversation.  So  obviously  this  is  a point  of 
order. 

Senator  Jackson.  Obviously,  Captain  Corr  must  have  listened  in 
on  the  telephone  conversation. 

]\Ir.  Jenkins.  Senator  Jackson,  that  memorandum  was  dictated  by 
General  Lawton,  in  my  presence,  to  Captain  Corr  this  morning,  and 
Captain  Corr  wrote  it  out,  at  the  dictation  of  General  Lawton. 

; Senator  Jackson.  Oh. 

Senator  Mundt.  Now  we  all  understand  the  memorandum,  and 
counsel  may  continue  to  ask  cpiestions  about  it. 

]\Ir.  Jenkins.  Now,  1 understood  you  to  say  previously  that  i\Ir. 
. Adams  acted  at  your  direction  only. 

§ Secretary  Stevens.  No,  I wouldn’t  say  that.  Tie  was  the  Depart- 
. ment  or  he  is  the  Department  of  the  Army  counselor. 

5 Mr.  Jenkins.  And  he  takes  orders  from  you  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  he  takes  orders  from  me. 

]\Ir.  Jenkins.  And  I understood  you  to  say  that  as  far  as  you  knew 
t,  he  had  executed  all  of  those  orders. 

;i  Secretary  Stevens.  Oh,  I can’t  say  or  make  a statement  like  that. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Did  you  say — I ask  you  now,  as  far  as  you  know,  has 
If  Mr.  Adams  carried  out  your  directives  and  orders? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I know  he  has  attempted  to. 
j.  ]\Ir.  Jenkins.  As  far  as  you  know,  has  JMr.  Adams  given  any  orders 
f.  or  directions  except  with  your  consent  or  at  your  direction? 
ffl  Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  I don't  know,  I\Ir.  Jenkins.  lie  is  not  in 
the  line  of  command,  and  he  may  have  ateni[)ted  at  times  to  give 
f orders,  and  I just  don’t  know. 

3 Mr.  Jenkins.  He  had  no  authority  to,  did  he,  ^Ir.  Secretary  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  He  did  not  have  actual  authority  to  do  it. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Did  Mr.  Adams  ever  re]iort  to  you  that  in  the  early 
- part  of  November  1953,  he  called  General  Lawton  on  the  telephone 
eland  asked  him  if  he  could  see  his  way  clear  to  withdraw  certain  cases 
which  he.  General  Lawton,  had  recommended  for  removal  as  bad 
idisecurity  risks,  and  that  General  Lawton  replied  that  he  would  not  do 
(it,  let  the  Secretary — meaning  you — take  the  resiionsibility. 

' Secretary  Stevens.  I have  answered  that  question  once,  sir,  but  I 
r£will  answer  it  again  if  you  want, 
igj  Air.  Jenkins.  For  the  final  time,  I ask  you. 

gull  Secretary  Stevens.  I say  I have  no  recollection  of  such  a telephone 
iall. 


I Air.  Jenkins.  Well,  Air.  Secretary,  do  you  regard  that,  if  it  hap- 
3ened,  do  you  regard  it  as  of  vital  importance  in  shedding  light  on 
lie  issues  involved  in  this  controversy,  you  being  charged,  as  you  are, 
l|jj  )y  this  Senate  committee  with  having  tried  to  impede  the  progress 
^jjpf  the  investigation  at  Fort  Alomnoutli? 

1 Senator  Symington.  Point  of  order. 

I Senator  AIundt.  He  didn’t  mean  by  the  investigating  committee, 
f ie  meant  by  certain  personnel  of  the  committee. 
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Mr.  Jenkins.  I mean  the  investigating  committee,  yon  being  j 

charged ii 

Senator  Symington.  A point  of  order,  and  I would  like  the  ques- 
tion read  back. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  counsel  recognizes  that  he  has  omitted  some 
words. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  We  all  know  what  we  mean  by  that,  you  being  I 
charged  by  Senator  McCarthy,  with  having  tried  to  stop  the  investi-  ! 
gation  at  Fort  Monmouth,  or  having  tried  to  impede  the  progress 
of  it. 

Now,  in  the  light  of  all  of  that,  do  you  not  recognize 

Secretary  Stevens.  Could  I have  the  question  read  back?  I would 
like  to  have  that  question  that  Mr.  Jenkins  asked  read  back,  please. 

Senator  Mundt.  Counsel  has  withdrawn  the  original  question  and 
is  restating  it  now. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I hope  the  chairman  will  concede  that  this  can 
be  a bit  confusing  to  a witness  now  on  his  sixth  day  on  the  stand, 
and  the  question  is  in  and  then  it  is  withdrawn  and  I don’t  know 
what  the  question  is  before  me. 

Senator  Mundt.  No  question  is  before  you  and  we  are  starting 
de  novo. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  The  last  answer  you  gave  the  committee  was  that 
you  had  no  recollection  whatever  of  having  been  informed  by  Mr. 
Adams,  or  anyone  else  of  this  conversation  in  early  November,  between 
Mr.  Adams,  and  General  Lawton.  Now  I am  correct  about  that,  am 
I not,  Mr.  Secretary  ? Your  answer  Avas  you  had  no  recollection  of  it  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Are  you  referring  again  to  the  telephone  call  ? 

I have  answered  it  Gvice  now.  5 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Secretary,  please  explain  what  I am  referring  to.  i 
Secretary  Stevens.  I have  answered  that  question  twice,  and  I 
hereby  answer  it  the  third  time.  I have  no  recollection  of  any  such  n 
telephone  call.  1( 

Mr.  Jenkins.  All  right.  In  view  of  the  grave  and  serious  charge 
made  against  you  by  Senator  McCarthy  and  his  staff,  that  you  tried 
to  stop  their  investigation  of  subversives  at  Fort  Monmouth,  and 
tried  to  impede  it,  and  retard  its  progress  and  so  forth,  would  or  not 
you  regard  such  a conversation  as  I have  asked  you  about,  and  about 
which  you  say  you  have  no  recollection,  of  going  to  the  very  heart,  and 
the  very  core  of  that  issue?  Would  you  or  not  regard  that  as  such?  ^ 
Secretary  Stevens.  I wasn’t  a party  to  it,  Mr.  Jenkins.  I Avasn’t  a 
party  to  it,  and  noAv  can  we — — jj., 

Mr.  Jenkins.  No;  and  conversely,  it  is  not  claimed,  as  I read  the  i 
pleadings,  Mr.  Secretary,  that  Senator  McCarthy  was  a party  to  cer- 
tain activities  and  phone  calls  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Cohn,  and  yet  yor  j,^, 
have  charged  him  Avith  it,  and  it  may  be  that  the  committee  will  deen:  ; 

that  he  is  a party  to  it.  I don’t  knoAv  about  that.  We  are  talking  3^ 
about  your  side  of  this  controversy  noAV,  on  a cross-examination  foi 
the  purpose  of  determining  whether  or  not  that  charge  by  Senatoi  > 
McCarthy  is  true  or  false.  And  I say,  as  counsel  for  the  committee 
that  I regard  it  as  of  great  importance  in  shedding  light  on  the  trutli  ^ 
or  falsity  of  that  charge,  and  ask  you  if  you  so  regard  it.  [ 

Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  I think u 

Mr.  Jenkins.  If  it  happened,  and  I don’t  know  that  it  did.  ' ^ 
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I Secretary  Stevens.  Mr.  Jenkins,  I think  before  I could  answer  that 
question,  I think  that  we  ought  to  rephrase  the  whole  of  the  Fort  Mon- 
mouth situation,  and  get  the  whole  thing  in  a proper  perspective,  with- 
out ])icking  out  one  little  incident  and  making  so  much  out  of  it,  be- 
cause there  is  a large,  com})licated,  long  story,  connected  with  Fort 
Monmouth  which  I have  testified  to  at  length  and  which  I will  be  glad 
to  continue  to  testify  to,  affecting  security  matters  there,  of  which  this 
is  one  incident  that  1 have  no  recollection  of. 
j ]\Ir.  Jenkins.  I am  asking  you  about  one  isolated  fact  that  allegedly 
occurred  in  early  November  1953.  One  isolated  fact  that  you  say  is 
a part  of  the  whole  j^attern.  Now,  you  have  testified  fully  about  Fort 
Monmouth,  and  my  last  question  is  this : If  such  is  the  fact,  wouldn't 
}ou  regard  it  as  being  of  great  weight  in  assisting  this  committee  in 
determining  whether  or  not  you  were  against  the  JMcCarthy  investiga- 
tion of  Fort  Monmouth. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I would  want  to  get  that  in  the  perspective  of 
the  whole  picture,  before  I could  answer  that  question. 

]\Ir.  Jenkins.  Now,  that  is  your  answer,  as  it  stands. 

, Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  And  I am  content  to  leave  it  there,  and  the  committee 
will  judge  of  whether  or  not  that  is  a proper  answer. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I would  like  to,  if  I may,  say  this 

]\Ir.  Jenkins.  I will  ask  you  this 

Mr.  Welch.  Wait  a minute. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  witness  is  responding  to  the  question,  I believe. 

Secretary  Sevens.  I simply  want  to  say  in  respect  to  Fort  Mon- 
mouth, that  I wanted  the  right  kind  of  a job  done  in  ferreting  out  the 
security  risks.  If  there  was  any  espionage,  it  must  be  eliminated,  and 
, if  there  are  poor  security  risks 

Mr.  Jenkins.  I must  say  that  is  not  responsive  to  my  question  and 
I we  determined  this  morning  to  expedite  this  hearing,  and  I object 
to  that  answer. 

' Secretary  Stevens.  Well,  Mr.  Jenkins 

t Senator  Mundt.  I think  if  we  can  limit 

Secretary  Stevens.  I have  a very  important  point  that  I think  bears 
on  all  of  this. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  You  may  make  it  because  we  want  every  wdtness  to 
I have  every  conceivable  chance  to  state  everything  he  wants  to  state, 
and  I am  interested  also  in  expediting  the  hearings.  But  more  im- 
I ban  that  is  the  elucidation  and  getting  the  facts  and  so  you 


' Secretary  Stevens.  Here  is  the  point.  I wanted  to  get  more  back- 
' ground  for  the  information  of  the  committee  but  I will  confine  it  to 

• this  point. 

] Senator  Mundt.  You  may  say  anything  you  want,  Mr.  Secretary, 
I because  we  want  to  get  the  facts,  and  time  is  important  but  the  truth 
■ is  more  important  than  time ; so  go  right  ahead. 

1 Secretary  Stevens.  In  getting  into  this  matter,  I wanted  it  done 
jby  all  of  our  commanders,  including  the  commanding  general  of  Fort 
'Monmouth,  with  the  finest  of  judgment  of  which  they  were  capable. 
I did  not  want  to  have  a stampede  started  that  would  result  in  the 
wholesale  suspension  of  people  on  a basis  of  guilt  by  association.  I 

* wanted  to  be  sure  that  the  matter  was  treated  in  a stable,  temperate 
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way,  in  fairness  to  the  individuals  who  were  concerned,  and  I did  not 
want  to  have  any  commander,  because  I was  so  interested  in  this  sub- 
ject of  ferreting  out  subversives  and  security  risks,  jump  to  an  ex- 
treme in  his  actions  which  could  result  in  unfairness  to  any  individual 
employed  in  the  Army.  And  I think  that  that  is  a very  important 
thing. 

Senator  Mundt.  Does  that  conclude  your  statement  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  all  at  this  time. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Secretary,  I have  two  other  questions.  I know 
you  will  be  pleased  to  hear  it. 

I ask  you  the  specific  question  now.  Did  you  direct  Mr.  Adams  to 
make  such  a request  of  General  Lawton  as  has  been  read  to  you  this 
morning  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  If  I did  not  know  anything  about  the  telephone 
conversation  or  cannot  recall  it,  I cannot  recall  having  given  him  any 
instruction  to  do  it. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Now,  Mr.  Secretary,  is  it  your  answer  to  this  com- 
mittee, who  will  ultimately  evaluate  your  testimony,  that  such  a 
tremendously  important  request  as  is  contained  in  this  writing — 
is  it  your  answer  to  this  committee  that  you  do  not  remember  hav- 
ing directed  Mr.  Adams  to  make  such  a request  of  General  Lawton? 
Can  you  answer  that  yes  or  no  and  then  explain  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Wait  a minute.  Can  I please  have  a chance 
to  answer  the  question  in  the  way  that  I think  will  give  the  committee 
the  most  information  ? 

Senator  Mundt.  You  may  answer.  May  I say  that  counsel  has 
requested  that  you  answer  yes  or  no  and  then  proceed,  but  if  you 
cannot  do  that 

IMr.  elENKiNS.  I think  this  committee  is  entitled  to  a yes  or  no  an- 
swer, definitely ; and  if  he  wants  the  question  restated,  I will  restate 
it.  I think  this  committee  is  entitled  to  a yes  or  no  answer  and  then 
such  explanation  as  the  Secretary  sees  fit.  I insist  that  the  commit- 
tee insist  upon  that. 

Senator  Mundt.  Read  the  question.  The  Secretary  may  not  be 
able  to  answer  yes  or  no,  in  which  case  I suppose  he  should  tell  us 
that  fact,  is  that  right  ? Certainly  on  a tremendously  vital  question 
like  this  the  Chair  would  hope  we  would  have  a yes  or  no  answer. 
It  is  very  vital. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  It  is  my  position,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  such  a question 
is  susceptible  of  a yes  or  no  answer. 

Senator  Mundt.  Very  well.  Let’s  have  the  question  reread,  and  the 
Secretary  will  endeavor  to  answer  yes  or  no  and  give  his  reasons  or 
explanation. 

(The  question  was  read  by  the  reporter.) 

Secretary  Stevens.  I do  not  recall  having  made  such  a request,  but— 
and  now  I understand  I have  the  right  to  make  myself  clear.  On  the 
31st  of  October  I talked  with  General  Back,  the  chief  signal  officer, 
and  once  again  I deeply  regret  the  necessity  of  going  over  and  over  a 
matter  affecting  the  professional  position  of  one  of  our  fine  top  officers 
I said  to  General  Back  that  I wanted  to  be  sure  that  in  the  carrying  out 
of  his  duties  at  Fort  Monmouth  that  General  Lawton  exercised  carefit 
and  good  judgment  and  that  he  did  not  move  so  rapidly  in  the  directior 
of  suspension  of  people  at  Fort  Monmouth  without  sufficient  informa- 
tion on  which  to  justify  those  suspensions. 
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I asked  General  Back,  or  ratlier  cautioned  him,  that  I was  appre- 
hensive that  General  Lawton  might  be  moving  in  tliat  direction.  I 
simply  took  it  up  with  General  Back  because  I was  afraid  that  unfair 
suspensions  might  take  place  at  Fort  Monmouth,  anxious  as  I was  to 
do  the  job  right,  and  1 wanted  always  to  resolve  the  question  of  secu- 
rity or  loyalty  in  favor  of  the  United  States.  If  there  was  any  doubt 
about  it,  out. 

On  the  other  hand,  I did  not  want  to  be  a party  to  suspension  of 
people  on  the  basis  of  meager  or  almost  nonexistent  information. 

With  that  background,  Mr.  Jenkins,  and  again  referring  to  your 
question,  it  is  entirely  ])ossible  that  1 might  have  talked  with  Mr. 
Adams.  I say  that  1 do  not  recall  it  now,  but  I have  given  you  the 
background  of  a conversation  that  I had  with  the  chief  signal  ollicer 
on  the  31st  day  of  October.  I think  against  that  background  it  could 
be  entirely  possible  that  I might  have  talked  to  IMr.  Adams.  I might 
even  conceivably  have  said,  “John,  perhaps  you  had  better  call  General 
Lawton.” 

The  fact,  Mr.  Jenkins,  that  my  memory  is  not  precisely  clear  on 
this  one  point  after  all  the  hundreds  of  questions  that  1 have  an- 
swered here  to  the  best  of  my  ability  here  in  this  last  week,  I do  not 
think  is  unusual.  I simply  cannot  recall  that.  But  1 give  you  this 
background  because  it  is  entirely  possible  that  some  such  thing  might 
i have  happened,  and  I think  with  that  background  you  will  understand 
) why  it  happened. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Very  well. 

5 Now,  Mr.  Stevens,  do  you  believe  that  Mr.  Adams  would  have  made 
j such  a request  except  at  your  direction  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  It  is  entirely  possible  he  might  have. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Do  you  know  General  Lawton  personally  ? 

0 Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Is  General  Lawton  in  your  opinion  a man  of  integrity  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Complete. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Would  it  assist  you  now  in  refreshing  your  mind  so 
ig  that  you  could  give  this  committee  a yes  or  no  answer  if  we  took  a few 
moments  out  and  let  you  confer  with  Mr.  Adams,  who  is  sitting  at  the 
jj  back  of  Mr.  Welch?  Would  that  be  of  any  value  or  assistance  to  you? 
j.  Secretary  Stevens.  Mr.  Jenkins,  it  might  be,  because  of  course  some- 
times you  talk  with  people 

jjj  Mr.  Jenkins.  Then  I suggest  to  the  committee,  in  all  fairness  to  the 
Secretary,  that  he  be  permitted  now  to  consult  and  confer  with  Mr. 
Adams  to  determine  whether  or  not  his  mind  can  be  sufficiently  re- 
freshed  as  to  enable  him  to  give  this  committee  a definite  answer.  I 
think  it  fair  to  the  Secretary  and  to  this  committee. 

I Mr.  Welch.  Mr.  Chairman  ? 

Senator  Mundt.  If  you  want  that  privilege,  Mr.  Secretary  you  may 
have  it. 

j Mr.  Welch,  have  you  a point  of  order  ? 

Mr.  Welch.  As  counsel  for  the  Army,  I am  content  with  the  testi- 
ly mony  of  tlie  Secretary  as  it  now  stands,  and  I suggest  that  we  move  on. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  I have  no  further  questions. 

1 I Senator  Mundt.  Is  the  counsel  for  the  committee  content? 

. ^ Mr.  Jenkins.  The  question  is,  Is  the  committee  content?  Frankly, 

I am  not. 
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Senator  Mundt.  You  may  continue  your  interrogatories  if  you  have 
other  questions. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  I think  that  tlie  Secretary  and  Mr.  Adams  should  be 
permitted  to  confer  and  then  the  Secretary  be  asked  that  question 
again,  in  all  fairness  to  the  Secretary  and  the  committee.  If  he  de- 
clines to  do  it,  I will  not  pursue  it  further. 

Senator  McClellan.  JMr.  Cdiairman,  a point  of  order.  I think  the 
suggestion  that  the  Secretary  be  permitted  to  confer  with  Mr.  Adams, 
if  he  elects  to  do  so,  is  well  taken.  The  counsel  representing  the  Secre- 
tary has  said  that  he  is  satisfied  with  the  testimony  his  client  has  given. 

I do  not  think  this  committee  can  order  the  Secretary  to  confer  with 
Mr.  Adams.  He  is  at  liberty  to  make  his  own  statements  and  to  stand 
on  his  own  testimony  as  given.  If  the  counsel  is  satisfied  and  does  not 
wish  his  client  to  confer  with  Mr.  Adams,  then  this  committee  has  no 
authority  to  demand  that  he  do  so. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  agrees  completely.  He  was  simply 
trying  to  find  out  from  the  Secretary  whether  it  was  satisfactory  with 
him  to  let  it  stand  or  whether  he,  despite  the  advice  of  counsel,  wanted 
to  confer  with  Mr.  Adams. 

]Mr.  Welch.  Could  I say,  IMr.  Chairman,  that  Mr.  Adams  is  to  be  a 
witness  here,  and  I feel  that  we  have  probed  this  to  its  depths.  I might 
add  that  I understood  from  Mr.  Jenkins  that  you  had  another  matter 
that  you  wished  to  inquire  into  this  morning.  Is  it  an  appropriate  time 
to  have  that  happen  ? 

Senator  Mundt.  It  is  not,  because  we  have  some  questions  to  ask,  sir. 

Mr.  Welch.  I beg  your  pardon. 

Senator  Mundt.  Mr.  Secretary,  are  you  content  to  let  the  question 
stand  Avhere  it  is,  or  do  you  prefer  to  confer  with  Mr.  Adams?  It 
is  up  to  you. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Mr.  Chairman,  I have  tried — I think  if  I wasn’t  j 
under  the  pressure  here  to  conserve  time — which  I understand,  and 
certainly  subscribe  to — I could  give  more  perspective  and  background  j 
against  the  whole  Fort  Monmouth  situation,  but  I hope  that  the  last 
statement  that  I made,  Avhich  indicates  the  things  that  were  in  my  mind  ( 
at  the  time,  will  be  a background  against  which  this  question  about 
Mr.  Adams  can  be  considered,  because  while  I have  no  recollection  at 
this  particular  time  of  that  particular  point,  I nevertheless  will  restate,  f 
it  is  entirely  possible,  against  the  background  of  what  I have  said,  that  ( 
some  such  conversation  may  have  taken  place,  and  I think  Mr.  Adams  f 
can  testify  to  it.  j. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  was  simply  endeavoring  to  find  out  j, 
whether  we  should  suspend  now,  and  you  wanted  to  avail  yourself  of: 
the  opportunity  or  not,  that  is  all,  or  shall  we  proceed  ? 

JMr.  Jenkins.  I have  no  further  questions,  Mr.  Chairman.  ()( 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  has  none.  tii 

Senator  McClellan?  ^ (i 

Senator  McClellan.  Mr.  Chairman,  I have  no  further  questions  of  I 
the  witness  relating  to  this  inquiry,  other  than  one  of  a personal 
nature.  I agreed  with  counsel  a while  ago  that  these  questions  which 
were  being  asked  are  pertinent  to  this  issue,  and  they  are  vital  to 
it,  as  to  one  part  of  the  issue  that  this  committee  has  got  to  try  to 
resolve,  but  I have  observed  the  Secretary  testifying,  and  he  has  been 
under  quite  an  ordeal,  and  I can  well  appreciate  that  in  the  strain  of 
this  ordeal  his  mind  may  not  be  clear  upon  some  things.  I do  not 
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know  how  he  feels  physically,  but  if  lie  does  feel  that  he  is  not  in  a 
position,  under  these  circumstances,  to  ^ive  his  best  judgment  and 
best  recollection  to  the  answers  to  the  questions  that  are  now  bein^ 
propounded  in  view  of  the  fact  that  he  has  been  on  this  witness  stand 
for  5 days,  I think  it  is  only  ]>roper  if  he  would  indicate  so  that  the 
committee  "ive  him  a rest.  I do  not  know  his  wishes  in  the  matter, 
but  if  at  any  time — I may  say  to  the  Secretary  if  at  any  time  when  he 
is  testifying,  if  he  feels  physically  exhausted  or  so  mentally  weary 
that  he  feels  his  mind  is  not  clear,  and  he  is  not  able  to  "ive  the  cor- 
rect answers,  or  give  them  completely,  if  he  will  so  indicate  or  his 
counsel  will  so  indicate,  I shall  move  that  his  further  interrogation 
be  deferred  and  suspended,  and  that  we  proceed  with  something  else. 

I simply  say  that,  Mr.  Secretary,  to  you  in  an  effort  to  be  com])letely 
fair  and  not  to  pursue  a continuous  interrogation  of  you  until  such 
time  as  it  may  be  exhausting. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Thank  you  very  much.  Senator  McClellan.  I 
ap])reciate  that,  and  I would  like  to,  if  I may,  talk  with  counsel  for  a 
moment. 

Mr.  Welch.  Mr.  Chairman,  the  difTiculty  is,  as  is  so  often  the  case, 
that  of  trying  to  measure  the  amount  of  questioning  that  would  fol- 
low if  the  Secretary  remained  on  the  stand.  He  and  I Avould  like  to 
see  his  testimony  concluded,  and  he  is  not  at  the  end  of  his  physical 
resources,  but  he  is  a tired  man,  and  I confess  to  a little  weariness 
of  my  own,  and  I haven’t  been  doing  what  he  has  been  doing. 

If  I could  have  the  assurance  of  the  Senators — meaning  Senator 
McCarthy — that  we  are  substantially  at  the  end  of  his  examination, 
it  should  now  be  concluded.  If,  on  the  other  hand,  Senator  McCarthy 
indicates  that  there  is  a prolonged  examination  still  facing  him,  I think 
it  would  be  in  the  interests  of  truth  and  justice  that  this  witness  should 
have  some  rest  and  some  refreshment. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Your  question  was  directed  to  me,  and  may  I 
answer  that,  Mr.  Chairman  ? 

Senator  Mundt.  I think  that  the  Chair  should  hear  Senator  Mc- 
Carthy if  he  cares  to  comment  on  that  point. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I will  be  glad  to  try  to  answer  Mr.  Welch. 

In  view  of  the  fact  that  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  has  made 
charges  and  asked  for  the  discharge  of  two  of  the  most  competent 
Communist  fighters  I have  ever  been  in  contact  with,  one  young  man, 
F rank  Carr,  who  has  been  more  thoroughly  smeared  than  any  I know, 
as  a result  of  the  Secretary’s  charges,  I don’t  think  that  the  Secre- 
tary should  object  to  answering  my  questions.  They  will  be  very 
simple,  and  I will  keep  them  short  so  you  can  understand  them. 

As  to  the  length  of  my  interrogation,  I frankly  don’t  know.  It  all 
depends  on  what  areas  are  covered  by  other  Senators.  As  of  this 
time,  it  would  be  impossible  for  me  to  estimate,  except  that  I will  say 
that  I am  getting  awfully  sick  of  wasting  all  of  this  time  here. 

Senator  Mundt.  May  the  Chair  suggest 

Senator  McCarthy.  I will  be  as  short  as  possible,  Mr.  Chairman, 
but  to  tell  you  how  many  minutes,  I feel  you  will  understand  that  it 
is  impossible  to  give  you  that  information. 

Senator  Mundt.  May  the  Chair  inquire  of  the  Secretary,  and  Mr. 
Welch — it  is  now  10  minutes  to  12 — whether  it  would  be  all  right  to 
continue  on  until  12:30? 
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]\Ir.  Welch.  The  Secretary  has  indicated  to  me  that  he  would  like 
to  proceed  for  some  additional  time,  at  least. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  McClellan? 

Senator  McClellan.  Mr.  Chairman,  I have  no  further  questions, 
and  I only  did  this  in  the  interest  of  being  absolutely  fair  and  con- 
siderate of  the  witness.  I have  no  further  questions  regarding  the 
merits  of  this  controversy  at  this  time.  Therefore,  I pass,  in  the  hope 
we  can  expedite  the  proceedings. 

Senator  Dieksen.  Mr.  Chairman,  let  me  say  to  Mr.  Welch,  that  I 
trust,  of  course,  that  no  dismay  ensue  between  counsel  on  either  side 
in  this  controversy.  It  has  all  gone  on  in  the  best  of  temper  and  the 
committee,  of  course,  has  over  and  over  again  reaffirmed  its  faith  in 
Mr.  Jenkins,  and  his  integrity,  and  his  capacity,  and  I am  sure  that 
any  observation  that  you  may  have  made  was  not  meant  as  a reflection 
upon  ^Ir.  Jenkins,  I am  sure. 

Mr.  Welch.  I beg  your  pardon,  sir,  it  was  not  so  intended. 

Senator  Dirksen.  I am  sure  of  that. 

Now,  Mr.  Chairman,  I think  every  day  it  becomes  necessary  to 
restate  the  purposes  of  the  hearing.  I am  very  frank  to  say  that  I 
have  received  very  substantial  amounts  of  mail,  almost  evenly  divided, 

I suppose,  where  it  is  urged  that  one  should  take  a rather  belligerent 
and  impartial  attitude  in  this  hearing. 

I thought  this  was  a subcommittee  for  one  thing,  that  it  was  operat- 
ing under  authorization  by  the  full  committee,  namely  the  Govern- 
ment Operations  Committee  of  the  United  States  Senate,  and  that  we 
sat  here  pursuant  to  certain  allegations  that  were  made  and  that  our 
responsibility  was  to  elicit  the  facts  as  fairly  and  as  impartially  as  we 
know  how  and  at  long  last  to  develop  some  findings  and  a conclusion. 

If  there  is  any  confusion  in  the  public  mind  on  that  point,  I want  to 
restate  what  I conceive  to  be  my  own  responsibility  in  the  matter,  and 
tliat  is  to  do  it  as  fairly  and  as  impartially  as  I know  how. 

But,  Mr.  Chairman,  if  this  is  in  point,  and  if  it  is  proper,  there  are 
just  a few  questions  that  I want  to  ask  which  are  looking  down  the 
road  a little  bit,  because  at  some  point  this  hearing  will  conclude — 
and  perhaps  that  is  high  optimism  on  my  part — but  all  things  must 
ultimately  come  to  an  end.  | 

But  we  must  resume  our  relationships  within  the  framework  of  j 
Government;  Mr.  Secretary,  you,  in  the  executive  branch,  and  we  in  i 
the  legislative  branch.  I sincerely  hope  that  those  relationships  can  j 
be  felicitously  pursued  when  these  controversies  are  over.  So  these  ! 
questions  are  directed  mainly  toward  that  end.  I 

Do  you  bear  any  personal  animosity  toward  the  Senator  from  IVis-  | 
cousin  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I have  the  utmost,  and  most  profound  respect  , 
for  the  office  of  Senator  of  the  United  States. 

Senator  Dirksen.  Do  you  entertain  any  personal  feeling  of  hostility  i 
toward  Mr.  Cohn,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  as  has  been  indicated  | 
on  occasions,  he  may  have  been  unduly  aggressive  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  a difficult  question.  i 

Senator  Dirksen.  I know  it  is,  and  Mr.  Secretary,  you  don't  have  to  ] 
answer  it  if  you  don't  want  to. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I prefer  not  to. 

Senator  Dirksex".  Very  well,  sir. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Can  I have  the  question  read  ? 
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Senator  Dirksen.  I will  withdraw  the  question. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Senator  has  withdrawn  his  question. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I have  refrained  all  morning  from  making  any 
points  of  order. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  chair  appreciates  that. 

' Senator  ]\IcCarthy.  Trying  to  expedite  this  matter,  but  I would 
like  to  hear  the  question  now  which  the  Secretary  says  he  does  not 
want  to  answer. 

Senator  Dirksen.  The  question  has  been  withdrawn,  and  since  it  is 
not  subject  to  a point  of  order,  Mr.  Chairman,  I would  prefer  not  to 
yield  unless  there  is  a valid  point  of  order. 

Senator  McCarthy.  A point  of  order. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Senator  prefers  to  withdraw  his  question  so 
I suppose  it  will  be  withdrawn. 

Senator  McCarthy.  A point  of  order,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Perhaps  I should  have  been  paying  more  attention  when  the  ques- 
tion was  asked,  but  I was  not,  frankly,  and  now  I heard  the  Secretary 
say  he  did  not  want  to  answer  a certain  question,  and  I think  that  in 
order  to  be  able  to  examine  him  I should  know  what  the  question  is 
that  he  does  not  want  to  answer. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  chair  believes  that  the  full  report  of  the  pro- 
ceedings should  be  available  to  any  of  the  principals,  and  you  may 
read  back  from  the  point,  Mr.  Keporter,  that  the  question  was  asked, 
including  the  statement  of  Senator  Dirksen  that  he  withdraws  it. 

Senator  Dirksen.  I will  have  to  raise  a point  of  order  on  myself. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Will  the  reporter  mark  the  place  so  that  I 
can  have  it  read  when  I start  to  examine  the  witness  ? 

Senator  Dirksen.  Is  it  within  the  framework  of  our  rules  that  if  a 
question  is  asked,  whether  the  propounder  of  the  question  can  with- 
draw it  ? 

Senator  Mundt.  He  surely  can. 

Senator  Dirksen.  I withdraw  the  question. 

Senator  Mundt.  I thought  it  was  also  within  the  framework  of  our 
rules  that  all  principals  had  a right  to  know  what  was  going  on  during 
the  full  proceedings.  Senator  McCarthy  states  he  was  not  paying  at- 
tention and  didn’t  know  what  was  going  on,  and  he  wanted  to  know 
what  is  in  the  record. 

Senator  McClellan.  Mr.  Chairman,  I think  as  a matter  of  courtesy 
to  Senator  McCarthy,  he  is  entitled  to  know  what  question  was  asked 
I and  what  question  was  withdrawn. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I thank  the  Senator  very,  very  much. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  reporter  will  start  in  at  that  point  in  the 
hearing  where  Senator  Dirksen  asked  the  question  which  he  subse- 
quently withdrew  and  read  up  to  the  point  where  he  said  he  had 
' withdrawn  it. 

■ (The  question  was  read  by  the  reporter.) 

; Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Dirksen  ? 

Senator  Dirksen.  Mr.  Secretary,  is  it  the  intention  of  the  Depart- 
ment of  the  Army  to  cooperate  fully  with  this  committee  in  the  future 
when  it  resumes  its  regular  functions  of  ferreting  out  infiltration  and 
subversive  influences  in  industry.  Government,  and  in  the  Army  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  100  percent. 
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Senator  Dirksen.  If  it  is  found  by  this  committee  that  the  charges 
may  have  been  well  founded,  is  there  in  your  mind  now  any  remedial 
or  corrective  steps  that  will  be  taken  with  respect  to  these  allegations  ? 
The  basic  allegation,  as  you  know,  was  improper  influence  in  connec- 
tion with  one  5.  David  Schine. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I should  think  that  was  a committee  matter, 
sir,  and  not  for  me  to  express  an  opinion  on. 

Senator  Dirksen.  It  would  require  some  steps  on  the  part  of  the 
Army  as  to  whether  or  not  they  will  work  out  some  kind  of  policy 
with  respect  to  the  various  communications  that  it  received  by  record, 
by  telephone,  or  otherwise  with  respect  to  young  men  who  are  in  the 
Army. 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  work  is  going  right  along.  Senator  Dirk- 
sen, day  by  day.  There  is  no  stop  in  the  flow  of  that  work  at  all,  sir. 

Senator  Dirksen.  Of  course,  the  question  envisions  this  kind  of 
objective:  Whether  or  not  a comparable  situation  may  arise  in  the 
future,  whether  corrective  steps  can  be  taken  or  policies  laid  out 
whereby  it  can  be  avoided. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I think  the  committee  in  its  good  Judgment  can 
be  most  helpful  in  that  area.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  really  your 
responsibility,  sir. 

Senator  Dirksen.  Would  you  care  to  comment  at  this  time  on 
what  additional  steps  may  have  been  taken  by  the  Army  with  respect 
to  ferreting  out  subversion  and  infiltration  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  We  testified  at  length  on  that  subject.  Senator 
Dirksen,  recently  before  the  Armed  Services  Committee  of  the  Senate. 

It  has  all  been  testified  to  and  it  is  a matter  of  record.  I would  like 
to  say  by  way  of  tangible  evidence  of  the  aggressiveness  of  the  Army  n 
in  this  field,  that  we  weeded  out  170  military  personnel  between  Janu-  it 
ary  of  1953  and  March  of  1954,  as  security  risks  which  had  a loyalty 
connotation.  I consider  that  record  a very  real  one,  a real  achieve- 
ment. 

We  have  not  gone  into  the  publicity  part  of  that  business  for  reasons  ic 
which  we  think  are  very  good  and  which  I do  not  want  to  take  the  Js 
time  of  the  committee  now  to  explain  unless  you  would  like  to  have  it.  ti; 

Senator  Dirksen.  I have  only  one  other  question,  Mr.  Secretary.  , 
It  appears  in  the  statement  that  was  filed  with  the  subcommittee  by  I 
Senator  McCarthy  on  page  19,  and  it  alleges  that  Mr.  Adams  was ' tk 
named  “for  the  principal  purpose  of  handling  the  committee.”  Have . t 
you  any  comment  as  to  whether  that  is  true  or  not  ? i k 

Secretary  Stevens.  Whose  statement  was  that.  Senator  ? ; 

Senator  Dirksen.  That  is  a statement  that  appears  on  page  — or  in  J 
specification  19,  I think,  of  the  statement  which  Senator  McCarthy  K 
filed  with  the  subcommittee  as  a kind  of  answer  to  the  allegations  it; 
made  by  the  Army.  ' k 

Secretary  Stevens.  No,  sir.  I do  not  have  a Department  counselor. 
The  previous  counselor  had  returned  to  his  hometown,  and  I was  look-  J 
ing  around  for  a man  to  take  over  the  job  as  Department  counselor!  toe 
for  the  Department  of  the  Army.  I looked  for  several  weeks  and 
finally  appointed  Mr.  Adams.  The  Department  counselor  has  many  Jot 
duties,  and  up  until  the  4th  or  the  8th  of  last  September  there  would 
not  have  been  any  particular  liaison  required  with  this  committee  S 
because  that  is  when  the  various  investigations  began  as  far  as  I know.  V 

So  tlie  answer  to  that  question  is  that  Mr.  Adams  as  Department  i ^ 
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counselor  has  many,  many  duties,  of  which  one  is  liaison  with  this 
committee. 

Senator  Dikksen.  Tliat  is  all,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Jackson? 

Senator  »1ackson.  No  questions  at  this  time. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Potter? 

Senator  Pouper.  ]\lr.  Chairman,  in  order  to  expedite  the  hearings, 
I have  no  questions. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Symington  ? 

Senator  Symington.  Mr.  Chairman,  I would  like  to  have  asked  some 
questions.  Without  legal  training,  I nevertheless  know  something 
about  the  functions  of  the  Military  Establishment.  Last  evening  I 
asked  that  the  hearing  which  was  referred  to  by  the  counsel  be  given 
me  in  order  that  I could  properly  study  what  has  come  u])  this 
morning  with  respect  to  some  of  the  relationships  of  this  court  with 
the  Pentagon  Building.  I have  not  yet  had  the  opportunity,  been 
given  the  opportunity,  to  read  these  hearings,  and  I hope — if  this  mat- 
|ter  is  going  to  be  discussed — as  a very  unimportant  member  of  this 
committee,  nevertheless  very  much  interested  in  these  ])roceedings, 
that  I will  have  the  opportunity  to  look  at  the  hearing  in  question, 
especially  as  I understand  that  was  the  agreement  last  night. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Dworshak? 

Senator  Dworshak.  No  questions. 

Senator  Mundt.  Mr.  Welch? 

Mr.  Welch.  No  questions. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  McCarthy  or  Mr.  Cohn  or  Mr.  Carr? 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Stevens,  the  question  has  been  raised  that 
vou  are  tired  after  5 days  of  questioning.  You  well  may  be.  I know 
it  is  an  ordeal  to  sit  there  for  3 or  4 hours,  day  after  day,  and  answer 
questions.  However,  as  you  know,  the  charges  which  you  and  Mr. 
Hensel  and  Mr.  Adams  have  made,  if  true,  would  result  in  the  jobs, 
the  reputations  of  the  two  top  men  on  my  statf.  Therefore,  no  matter 
how  tired  I may  get,  no  matter  how  tired  you  may  get,  I will  have  to 
ask  all  the  questions  that  I think  are  pertinent.  You  understand 
that  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  McCarthy.  As  far  as  I am  concerned,  I want  to  make  it 
dear  that  if  at  any  time  you  feel  you  are  tired  to  the  point  that  you 
reijwant  a recess  of  an  hour  or  a day,  I certainly  have  no  objection  to 
jlthat.  You  understand  that  ? 

|l  Secretary  Stevens.  Thank  you. 

in;!  Senator  McCarthy.  You  said  that  one  of  the  reasons  why  you  didn’t 
liji  ^vant  certain  people — I may  not  be  quoting  you  verbatim,  but  as  best 
,ns[r  can  remember— certain  people  suspended  or,  rather,  why  you  wanted 

them  reinstated  at  Fort  Monmouth 

or,  Secretary  Stevens.  Will  you  restate  that? 

Senator  McCarthy.  I will  start  over.  As  I recall  your  testimony, 
lot  you  said  that  one  of  the  reasons  why  you  either  objected  to  certain 
nd  imspensions  or  wanted  certain  people  reinstated  was  because  you  did 
ji|  lot  want  anyone  to  lose  his  job  because  of  guilt  by  association.  Is 
jld  :hat  correct  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I may  have  used  that  phrase.  I might  just  as 
^ell  have  used  some  other  phrase.  I was  trying  to  convey  an  idea, 
J Benator  McCarthy. 
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Senator  McCarthy.  In  other  words,  some  of  these  individuals  were 
suspended  from  the  secret  radar  laboratories  not  because  of  their  own 
individual  actions,  but  because  of  their  close  association  with  Com- 
munists; is  that  correct? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  know  whether  that  is  correct,  sir.  We 
can  get  the  individual  cases  out  and  have  them  testified  to.  I don’t 
have  them  in  mind. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I am  not  going  to  ask  you  take  each  of  the  35 
cases.  I assume  that  this  matter  was  of  sufficient  importance  to  you  as 
Secretary  that  you  must  review  all  the  cases,  and  that  at  this  time 
you  would  know  whether  or  not  some  of  them  were  suspended  because 
of  their  close  association  with  either  known  or  suspected  espionage 
agents,  either  known  or  suspected  Communists.  Is  that  correct  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I read  a statement  yesterday.  Senator  McCar- 
thy, in  connection  with  the  35  cases.  I read  that  into  the  record. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Bob,  I am  not  interested  in  the  statement  that 
your  counsel  prepared  for  you.  I want  to  know  now  what  you  your- 
self know  about  this.  You  have  an  extremely  important  job.  Of 
course,  you  must  review  all  of  these  cases. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I know  the  total  numbers  involved,  but  I do 
not  follow  the  details  of  the  individual  cases,  Senator.  I will  be  glad 
to  look  up  any  one  that  you  want  looked  up. 

Senator  McCarthy.  You  used  the  term  “guilt  by  association.”  You 
didn’t  want  a man  to  lose  his  job  because  of  guilt  by  association.  When 
you  made  that  statement,  did  you  have  in  mind  that  some  of  these  indi- 
viduals might  lose  their  jobs  because  of  association  with  Commu- 
nists? If  not,  what  did  you  have  in  mind  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  What  I had  in  mind  was  to  try  to  convey  to  the 
committee,  in  probably  rather  tired  language 

Senator  McCarthy.  Yes. 

Secretary  Stevens.  The  idea  that  in  carrying  out  this  job  and  doing 
it  right  for  the  American  people,  and  always  resolving  doubts  in 
favor  of  the  American  people,  that  at  the  same  time  we  ought  not  to  be 
unfair  or  work  hardships  on  individuals  unnecessarily. 

Senator  McCarthy.  That  is  a fine  sentiment. 

Let  me  ask  you  this:  My  chief  of  staff,  as  you  know,  was  head  of 
the  FBI  subversive  squad  until  the  night  before  he  came  with  my 
committee,  and  he  quit  that  job  one  night  and  came  with  the  com- 
mittee the  next  morning,  and  for  years  he  was  head  of  that  squad. 

He  produced  the  evidence,  with  the  help  of  approximately  200 
FBI  men,  working  under  him,  which  resulted  in  the  conviction 
of  the  top-string  Communists,  second-strong  Communists ; worked  on 
the  Rosenberg  cases,  and  on  other  Communist  cases  of  over  the  last 
couple  of  years. 

And  you  say  you  don’t  want  anyone  associating  with  Communists 
or  something  to  that  effect  to  lose  their  job  because  of  that  associa- 
tion. You  indicate  that  you  feel  Mr.  Carr  should  lose  his  job — 
where  is  the  Army  specification — Mr.  Carr  should  lose  his  job  because 
apparently  of  his  association  with  Senator  McCarthy  and  Mr.  Cohn, 
or  rather  because  he  sat  silent  and  did  not  correct  the  chairman  when 
the  chairman  allegedly  asked  you  for  improper  consideration  for 
some  private. 

I just  wonder  if  you  don’t  think  that  Mr.  Carr,  with  his  outstand- 
ing background  should  not  lose  his  job  because  of  guilt  by  silence,  if 
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you  feel  tluit  people  liandling  tlie  topmost  radar  secrets  should  not  lose 
their  job  because  they  associate  with  Communists,  or  is  that  question 
too  involved? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  a pretty  long  question,  Senator 
McCarthy. 

Senator  McCarthy.  It  is  rather  important,  Bob. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Do  you  think  we  could  have  it  read  back? 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  will  be  happy  to  have  it  read  back 
unless  the  Senator  can  break  it  down  into  shorter  segments. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I think  I would  like  to  have  it  read  back.  And 
if  the  Secretary  feels  he  cannot  answer  it,  or  it  is  too  long,  I will  be 
glad  to  break  it  down. 

Senator  MuNirr.  The  reporter  will  read  it  back. 

(The  reporter  read  from  his  notes  as  requested.) 

Secretary  Stt:vens.  I think  that  that  is  too  much  of  a question  for 
me. 

Senator  Mundt.  It  is  a pretty  involved  question. 

Could  the  Senator  from  Wisconsin  start  again? 

Senator  McCarthy.  I would  say,  Mr.  Secretary,  at  any  time,  when 
I ask  a question  that  is  too  long,  and  I must  confess  it  is  a habit  I 
have  of  asking  rather  lengthy  questions,  whenever  I do,  if  you  feel 
the  question  is  too  long,  will  you  call  it  to  my  attention,  and  I will 
certainly  try  and  break  it  down. 

We  will  just  leave  that  subject  for  the  time  being  and  shift  to  an- 
other one.  I will  get  back  to  it. 

You  said  that  you  felt  that  General  Lawton  was  a fine,  top  officer, 
is  that  right  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  McCarthy.  What  do  you  have  to  do,  Mr.  Secretary,  with 
the  promotion  of  generals,  if  anything  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  done  by  boards,  who  select  generals  for 
promotion. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Who  appoints  the  board  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  The  board,  sir,  is  appointed — I appoint  the 
boards. 

Senator  McCarthy.  You  appoint  the  boards? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I get  some  suggestions  from  the  Chief  of  Staff. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I am  very  interested  in  certain  promotions  that 
were  made  and  certain  individuals  who  were  passed  over,  especially 
in  view  of  the  fact  that  you  described  General  Lawton  as  a fine,  top 
officer,  with  which  I heartily  agree.  I think  he  is  one  of  the  best  Army 
officers  with  whom  I have  ever  come  in  contact.  And  thank  God  he 
had  guts  or  we  would  not  have  any  success  in  the  Fort  Monmouth 
cooperated  with  the  committee  or  we  would  not  have  any  success  in 
the  Fort  Monmouth  hearings. 

Now  I am  concerned  about  this  because  of  the  testimony  which  will 
be  produced  to  the  effect  that  Lawton  did  state  that  he  felt  that  his 
cooperation  with  the  committee  would  kill  his  promotion.  And  I find 
that  something  did  kill  the  promotion. 

For  example,  I have  a list  here,  Mr.  Secretary,  dated  October.  Let 
me  read  the  heading : “Permanent  brigadier  generals,  considered  for 
promotion  to  permanent  major  general,  October  1953.” 

And  this  was  supplied  to  us  by — could  I have  the  Secretary’s  atten- 
: tion — this  was  supplied  to  us,  Mr.  Secretary,  by  your  Department. 
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Some  of  the  names  on  here  \y1io  were  promoted  are  rather  interesting. 
And  we  find  Lawton  was  up  for  promotion  and  was  passed  over,  and 
we  find  Partridge  was  up  for  promotion  and  promoted.  I find 
Keichelderfer  up  for  promotion  and  promoted. 

When  a man  was  first  suspended  at  Fort  Monmouth,  his  case  in  the 
past  would  go  to  First  Army  Loyalty  Board,  is  that  correct  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Now,  the  First  Army  Loyalty  Board  found 
against  a sizable  number  of  radar  workers  on  the  grounds  of  loyalty 
or  security,  is  that  right  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I would  have  to  check  it  up.  Senator  McCarthy. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Would  you  just  ask  Mr.  Adams,  and  he  knows. 
We  have  talked  to  him  about  that  a number  of  times. 

Secretary  Stevens.  Can’t  Mr.  Adams  testify  on  things  he  knows 
about  ? 

Senator  McCarthy.  You  mean  you  do  not  know  now,  despite  the 
importance  of  the  radar  laboratory  investigation,  you  do  not  know 
that  prior  to  our  investigation  extending  over  a number  of  years,  some 
85  individuals  had  been  suspended  with  adverse  findings  entered  by 
the  First  Army  Loyalty  Board ; and  that  33 — and  I think  these  figures 
are  correct,  although  your  Department  has  refused  to  give  them  to 
me — that  33  were  ordered  reinstated  by  the  Pentagon  screening  board, 
loyalty  board,  or  call  it  what  you  may,  and  ordered  sent  back  to  the 
radar  laboratories? 

Secretary  Stevens.  When  was  this,  did  you  say.  Senator  ? 

Senator  McCarthy.  I don’t  know  the  years.  This  was  prior  to 
your— — 

Secretary  Stevens.  I am  sure  it  must  have  been. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Prior  to  the  first  part  of  your  administration. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  recall  anything  like  that  since  I have 
been  Secretary  of  the  Army,  and  I don’t  recall  any  such  action. 

Senator  Mundt.  Your  time  has  expired. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I would  also  like  if  I may  to  take  exception  to 
one  thing  that  Senator  McCarthy  said,  and  he  said  if  it  hadn’t  been, 
as  I understood  him.  General  Lawton — and  it  can  be  checked  on  the 
record — that  he  would  have  gotten  no  cooperation  or  gotten  nowhere 
at  Fort  Monmouth. 

I object  to  that  violently  and  General  Lawton  knows  that  he  had  my 
complete  support  in  this  work,  and  whether  General  Lawton  had  been 
at  Fort  Monmouth  or  not  the  Secretary  of  the  Army  would  have  seen 
to  it  that  full  cooperation  would  have  been  forthcoming  and  some- 
thing would  have  been  done  about  it  at  Fort  Monmouth,  whether  or 
not  Lawton  was  there. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Chairman,  may  I make  this  statement? 

Senator  Mundt.  Counsel’s  time  is  now  here.  You  certainly  may. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  In  all  fairness  to  the  Secretary,  I do  not  think  it 
proper — and  I so  ruled  and  advised  the  committee — to  direct  an 
inquiry  with  respect  to  Fort  Monmouth  prior  to  the  installation  of 
Mr.  Stevens  as  Secretary  of  the  Army. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman? 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Whatever  occurred  or  did  not  occur  in  no  wise  reflects 
upon  him  or  adds  credit  to  him. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Chairman,  I think  that  apparently  counsel 
did  not  follow  the  line  of  question  or  perhaps  he  could  not  foresee 


SPECIAL  INVESTIGATION 


441 


'U’hat  the  purpose  is,  and  I do  not  blame  him  for  that.  This  is  being 
pursued  to  show  what  liappened  to  a general  who  was  responsible 
and  known  to  Mr.  Stevens,  as  far  as  we  know,  to  be  responsible  for 
reinstating,  sending  back  to  the  secret  radar  laboratories,  individuals 
wlio  had  been  found  unfit  by  the  first  loyalty  board. 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Chairman,  unless  Mr.  Stevens  is  shown  to  have 
been  a party  to  that  or  to  have  liad  knowledge  if  it  and  acquiesced  in 
it,  I advise  this  committee  that  it  is  wholly  irrelevant  and  incompetent. 

Senator  McCaktiiy.  I will  not  pursue  the  point  now  because  my 
time  for  questioning  has  ex])ired. 

Senator  Mundt.  That  is  correct. 

Senator  McCartity.  When  I again  examine,  I will. 

Senator  Mundt.  Mr.  Jenkins,  have  you  further  questions  at  this 
! time  ? 

Mr.  Jenkins.  No  further  questions,  INIr.  Chairman. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Chair  has  none. 

Senator  McClellan  ? 

Senator  McClellan.  No  further  questions  at  present. 

! Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Dirksen? 

Senator  Dirksen.  No  questions. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Jackson  ? 

Senator  Jackson.  No  questions. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Potter? 

Senator  Potter.  No  questions. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Symington? 

I Senator  Symington.  No  questions. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  Dworshak? 

Senator  Dworshak.  No  questions. 

Senator  Mundt.  Mr.  Welch? 

3 Mr.  Welch.  No  questions. 

Senator  Mundt.  Senator  McCarthy,  you  have  10  minutes.  The 
Chair  suggests  to  all  concerned  that  after  this  10  minutes  it  will  be 
3 just  about  12:30.  Should  we  recess  after  this  next  round  of  ques- 
tions?  You  have  10  minutes.  Senator  McCarthy,  and  then  we  will 
e recess  for  a good  long  stretch  at  noon. 

e Senator  McCarthy.  Mr.  Stevens,  so  you  are  not  answering  these 
questions  in  the  dark,  I just  want  to  point  out  the  purpose  of  the 
^ questioning.  Eeichelderfer,  I understand,  was  the  predecessor  of 
1 General  Lawton ; is  that  right  ? 

n Secretary  Stevens.  I think  that  is  so.  I would  like  to  be  sure  of  it. 

D.  Senator  McCarthy.  There  was  a rather  famous  case  at  Fort  Mon- 

jt  mouth,  was  there  not,  of  a young  man  whose  home  was  searched  by 
military  police,  and  43  secret,  top  secret,  and  other  classified  docu- 
ments were  found  in  his  home.  Do  you  recall  that  case  or  don’t  you  ? 
y,  Secretary  Sit:vens.  Is  this  working  ? 

\l  Senator  Mundt.  Yes. 

I Secretary  Stevens.  I remember  something  about  it.  Senator, 
of  j Senator  McCarthy.  The  question  arose  as  to  whether  or  not  General 
Lawton  should  suspend  this  individual ; is  that  correct? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I cannot  remember  the  name  of  the  individual. 
„t.  As  I told  you,  sir,  I will  have  all  these  cases  testified  to,  looked  up, 
if  you  tell  me  to  do  so,  and  within  the  limits  of  our  presidential 
^ directives,  we  will  supply  you  with  the  information. 
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Senator  McCarthy.  Our  committee  has  furnished  you  with  all  of 
the  executive  session  testimony,  has  it  not  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I do  not  know.  I have  not  seen  it  all. 

Senator  McCarthy.  You  know  it  is  available,  don’t  you.  Bob? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I presume  that  it  would  be,  but  I don’t  person- 
ally know  that  we  have  it  all. 

Senator  Mundt.  Can  you  turn  up  the  Secretary’s  microphone  a 
little  bit  ? He  seems  to  be  having  difficulty. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I might  say,  Mr.  Secretary,  that  normally  we  j 
do  not  make  available  to  anyone  outside  of  the  committee  executive  * 
session  testimony.  We  did  this  in  this  case  at  your  request  either  j 
personally  or  through  Mr.  Adams.  Is  it  also  not  true  that  Mr.  Adams 
was  allowed  to  sit  in  on  all  executive  session  testimony,  with  one  ex-  | 
ception  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  With  one  very  important  exception  that  I ' 
know  of. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Yes. 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  was  when  General  Zwicker  testified.  | 

Senator  McCarthy.  He  was  excluded  when  it  appeared  that  he  had  | 
ordered  Zwicker  and  other  officers  not  to  testify.  Then  Mr.  Adams  ! 
was  asked  to  leave  the  room,  with  the  hope  that  they  might  testify ; 
is  that  correct? 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Would  you  put  that  in  the  form  of  a question,  please, 
rather  than  a statement  ? 

Senator  McCarthy.  I said  “is  that  correct?” 

Secretary  Stevens.  May  I have  the  question  read? 

Senator  McCarthy.  You  may. 

Senator  Mundt.  Tlie  reporter  will  read  the  question. 

(lYliereupon,  the  question  was  read  by  the  reporter  as  above  re- 
corded.) 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  know,  because  I wasn’t  there.  Senator 
McCarthy,  why  you  ejected  Mr.  Adams,  my  personal  representative 
and  the  representative  of  the  Department  of  the  Army,  at  that  hear- 
ing. I don’t  know  why  you  ejected  him. 

Senator  McCarthy.  O.  K.  In  any  event,  with  the  exception  of  that 
hearing,  he  was  present  at  all  other  hearings;  is  that  correct?  The 
doors  were  open  to  him  ? 

Secretary  Stovens.  I don’t  know  of  my  own  personal  knowledge, 
but  I assume  if  you  say  so. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Good.  So  there  is  no  reason  why  you  shouldn’t 
know  what  went  on  at  the  hearings,  is  that  correct? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  have  the  opportunity,  sir,  of  reading 
everything  that  goes  on  at  every  hearing  of  every  committee  with 
which  we  are  connected.  I would  like  to  be  able  to  do  it. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Yes. 

We  have  Reichelderfer  and  we  have  Partridge  on  the  list.  Did  you 
know  when  Keichelderfer  was  promoted  that  he  had  refused  to  sus- 
pend one  of  the  young  men  who  was  suspended  later  by  Mr.  Lawton, 
and  this  individual  in  question,  according  to  FBI  reports  which  had  I 
been  sent  to  your  Department^  was  known  to  have  attended  Young  ' 
Communist  League  meetings  with  Kosenberg,  that  is,  the  man  who  has  i 
since  been  executed ’ 

Mr.  Jenkins.  Mr.  Chairman. 
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Senator  McCarthy.  Let  me  finish  my  question,  please.  [Continu- 
ing:] that  this  man  had  removed  from  tlie  laboratories,  in  violation 
of  all  regulations,  had  in  his  home  some  45  secret  and  other  classified 
documents ; that  Ileichelderfer  refused  to  suspend  him ; that  Lawton 
did;  and  that  there  was  serious  objection  to  Lawton’s  suspension  of 
this  individual? 

Mr.  Jenkins.  That  question  is  incompetent,  and  I advise  the  Secre- 
tary not  to  answer  it  unless  the  Secretary  was  in  office  and  promoted 
the  general  to  whom  Senator  McCarthy  has  referred. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Were  you  in  ollice  in  1953,  Bob? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  McCarthy.  October  of  1953  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes,  sir. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Just  to  refresh  your  recollection,  could  I hand 
you  a list  of  promotions  and  ask  you  whether  or  not  you  were  in  office 
and  appointed  the  Board  which  ])assed  over  the  promotions  of  certain 
generals  and  promoted  others? 

(Document  passed  to  Secretary  Stevens.) 

Senator  McCarthy.  The  question  is:  Were  you  in  office  at  that 
time? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Senator  McCarthy 

Senator  McCarthy.  Could  1 have  that  back  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Yes. 

(Document  returned  to  Senator  McCarthy.) 

Secretary  Stevens.  I may  need  some  help  from  General  Young. 
He  is  one  of  the  officers  that  you  asked  about  yesterday,  as  to  why  he 
was  here,  and  I am  glad  he  is  here  now.  He  is  the  G-l,  Personnel, 
Assistant  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Department. 

The  fact  is — is  this  a permanent-grade  promotion  or  temporary  ? 

Senator  McCarthy.  The  list  is  entitled  “Permanent  Brigadier  Gen- 
erals Considered.” 

Secretary  Stevens.  In  the  case  of  permanent  promotions — and  I 
would  like  General  Young  to  correct  me  if  I am  wrong — I appoint  a 
board,  and  from  there  on  the  action  follows  by  law.  In  other  w^ords, 
I have  no  right  to  change  the  recommendation  of  that  board  for  the 
permanent  promotions. 

Senator  McCarthy.  In  other  words,  you  select  the  board,  and  the 
board  in  its  discretion  decides  who  should  be  promoted ; is  that  right  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right.  Under  the  law  I can’t  change 
that. 
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Senator  McCarthy.  We  will  leave  Eeichelderfer  for  a minute  and 
shift  to  another  general  who  was  promoted. 

There  was  a Mr.  Partridge  before  the  committee,  a General  Par- 
tridge, while  you  v'ere  present ; is  that  correct  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Senator  McCarthy.  What  was  Mr.  Partridge’s  title  at  that  time? 

Secretary  Stevens.  He  was  the  Assistant  Chief  of  Staff,  G-2,  which 
is  Intelligence. 

Senator  McCarthy.  That  was  Eichard  C.  Partridge  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  recall  his  initials,  Senator.  I think  that 
is  right. 

Senator  McCarthy.  In  any  event  you  were  personally  present  dur- 
ing his  executive  testimony  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 
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Senator  McCarthy.  Did  you  request  of  the  committee  not  to  call 
him  in  public  session  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Did  I request  that  ? 

Senator  McCarthy.  Yes. 

Secretary  Stevens.  I don’t  know.  Didn’t  he  testify  in  executive 
session  ? 

Senator  McCarthy.  I just  got  through  asking  you  whether  you 
attended  the  executive  session  meetings  and  you  said  “Yes.” 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  right. 

Senator  McCarthy.  So  there  is  no  question  he  did  testify  in  execu- 
tive session  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  He  testified  in  executive  session. 

Senator  McCarthy.  My  question  now  is  very  simple : Did  you  ask 
us  not  to  call  him  in  public  session  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  Senator,  I don’t  know.  I know  this : That  as  a 
general  proposition  we  are  not  enthusiastic  about  having  our  intelli- 
gence people  called  in  public  hearings.  It  would  not  be  an  unnatural 
thing  if  I did  that. 

Senator  ^IcCarthy.  Your  memory  is  so  good  about  Dave  Schine’s 
boots  and  things  like  that,  you  should  remember  about  the  general. 

Secretary  Stevens.  My  memory  is  not  good  about  David  Schine’s 
boots. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I know  one  of  the  charges  here  is  that  he  had 
his  shoes  commercially  shined. 

]\Ir.  Welch.  We  did  not  make  that  charge,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Is  this  a point  of  order  ? 

Mr.  Welch.  It  is  something  or  other,  Senator  McCarthy.  You 
know  well  we  did  not  make  that  charge. 

Senator  McCarthy.  The  question,  Mr.  Secretary,  is,  Did  you  ask  us 
not  to  call  Mr.  Partridge  in  public  session  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I might  very  well  have  done  so. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Do  you  remember  that  you  made  the  statement 
that  you  felt  that  he  had  proven  himself  so  incompetent  for  that  job 
that  it  would  be  comfort  to  the  enemy  if  they  could  watch  him  in  public 
session  and  see  how  unqualified  he  was,  and  that  therefore  you  would 
appreciate  it  very  much  if  we  would  not  call  him,  or  words  to  that 
effect? 

Secretary  Stevens.  That  is  a lot  of  words  there,  Senator  McCarthy, 
and  I cannot  subscribe  to  them. 

Senator  McCarthy.  There  will  be  testimony,  Mr.  Secretary,  by  a 
number  of  witnesses  on  that. 

Secretary  Stevens.  All  right. 

Senator  McCarthy.  I don’t  propose  to  ask  you  for  a verbatim  recol- 
lection, you  understand ; but  this  matter  I am  sure  is  of  sufficient  impor- 
tance to  you,  Mr.  Secretary,  especially  in  view  of  the  fact,  as  counsel 
points  out  here  in  one  of  our  specifications,  that  you  must  have  searched 
your  memory  and  you  should  know  now  whether  or  not  you  asked  us 
not  to  call  Partridge — again  I give  the  substance — because  you  said  he 
proved  himself  so  incompetent  for  the  job  that  you  intended  to  remove 
him  anyway  and  that  you  felt  it  would  give  aid  and  comfort  to  the 
enemy  if  they  could  see  the  type  of  individuals  who  were  running  our 
intelligence  department. 

Is  that  not  substantially  what  you  asked  us  to  do  ? 
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Secretary  Sti^vens.  I may  have  suggested  to  you  that  I would  rather 
not  liavo  him  called  because,  I say,  we  don’t  like  to  have  our  intelli- 
gence people  appearing  in  public  hearings,  and  also  General  Partridge 
would  not  have  made  a particularly  good  witness. 

Senator  ^McCarthy.  I know  that. 

Secretary  Stevens.  There  is  no  question  about  that.  As  far  as 
talking  about  aid  and  comfort  to  the  enemy.  General  Partridge  is  a 
tine  and  able  soldier,  with  a long  record  behind  him,  and  in  my  o])inion 
would  be  incapable  of  doing  anything  that  would  give  aid  and  com- 
fort to  the  enemy. 

Senator  McCarthy.  Let  us  not  twist  the  words  of  the  question. 
The  question  was  whether  or  not  you  felt  it  would  not  give  aid  and 
comfort  to  the  enemy,  not  because  of  any  misconduct  on  General 
Partridge’s  part,  and  I think  you  understand  that. 

Your  statement,  I recall,  was  that  you  felt  it  would  give  aid  and 
comfort  to  the  enemy  if  they  could  see  the  complete  incompetence  of 
those  handling  our  intelligence.  Is  not  that  substantially  what  you 
asked  us,  Pob  ? 

Secretary  Stevens.  I have  no  recollection  of  that. 

Senator  Mundt.  The  Senator’s  time  has  expired  and  we  will  stand 
in  recess  until  2 : 30  this  afternoon. 

( Whereupon,  at  12 :30  p.  m.,  the  hearing  was  recessed  until  2 : 30  p.  m. 
the  same  day.) 
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